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Nunc vero non id agitur, bonifne an malis moribus vivamus, neque quan- 
tum, aut quam magnificum Imperium Populi Romani tit, Sed Hecce, 
cujufcunque modi videntur noftra, an nobifcum und Hoftium futura fint. 
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The True Churchmenafcertained; or, an Apology for thofe of the Regular 
Clergy cf the Ejfiablifoment, who are fometimes called Evangelical 
Minifters : fe by feveral modern publications. By John Over- 
ton, A.B. Mawman and Rivingtonss London; Wilfon, Spence, 
Todd and Wolftenholme, York, ~ 8vo, Pp. 422. | 


E confider the publication now before us as highly important, 

and as Jaying claim to the peculiar regard of every confci- 

entious minifter of the eftablifhed church. But let us not be mifun- 
derftood. Its importance, in our eftimation, arifes much more from 
the nature and magnitude of the object which the author has in view, 
than from any fuccefs which bas attended his endeavours to attain it. 
If, however, he has failed,* as we conceive he has, in eftablifhing the 
point which he labours to prove, we impute the failure to the badnefs 
of the caufe, and not at. all to the weaknefs of the pleader. Mr, 
Overton is, in faét, both an able and an artful advocate; and we 
certainly think that the interefts of his clients could have been entruft- 
ed to few more zealous, or, to fay the truth, more competent to do 
them juftice. But there are fome caufes fo hopelefs and defperate, 
as to baffle all the powers of learning and ingenuity; and fuch, we 
are convinced, is that which our apologift has undertaken to fupport. 
It has indeed been. pronounced, as we are informed, by very high 
authority, that his beok will not be eafily anfwered; and we have 
reafon to believe that it is regarded by the party, as altogether un- 
anfwerable. But every one knows how apt minds, even the moft 
ingenuous, are to be impofed upon, without perceiving the impofi- 
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tion, by atguments in favour of preconceived opinions. We are 
not, therefore, greatly intimidated by the felf-complacency of Mr, 
Overton, or the confidence of his friends; but fhall proceed to exa- 
mine his principles and reafonings with that ferious attention which 
the fubjeét demands, and with all the impartiality of which we are 


capable. And, although we will not adopt his triumphant lan- 


guage (p. 43), ** Let the reader, then, only exercife a little patience, 
and he fhall be fully fatisfed on the queftion;” yet we will prefume 
to requeft the patience of our readers alfo: and we tru/f? that they 
will fee grounds to be fatisfied that our author’s decifions are, at 
leaft, not fo certain and. incontrovertible as he feems to fuppofe. 
‘The profeiled aim of Mr. O.’s book is to prove that thofe of the 
‘Englith clergy ‘‘ who are fometimes called evangelical minifters; are 
the only true churchmen.” Of thefe, he fays (Pref. p. xi.) ‘* It is 
“intended to appear that the chara&ters in queftion are true churchmen 
‘of a true church, and therefore worthy of the title in the-higheft fen{e.” 
“The evangelical teachers, of the defcription here fpecified, certainly 
do pretend * to adhere ftri€tly to the doétrines of the Church.” (P. 
17.) And he thus formally {tates the queftion to be determined be- 
tween thefe teachers and the reft of the clergy: ** WHose poc- 
TRINES ARE REALLY THOSE OF OUR ArTicLes, HoMILIES AND 
Lirurcy? Wuo, IN REALITY, TEACH THE DOCTRINES CON- 
TAINED IN THESE FORMULARIES, AS THEY WERE FIRST DELI- 
VeRgD By OUR Rerormers?” (Ibid.) And, in his Recapitulation, 
“he thus unequivocally exprefles himfelf: ** Nay, let it be faid whe- 
ther the conclufion is not eftablifhed yon.grounds equal to demonftra- 


“tion, that we po, and that ruey po nor teach according to the plain, 


primitive, genuine doctrines of our Articles, Liturgy, and Homilies :” 
to which he aaa fubjoins ** We then are the rRUE CuurcH- 
MEN; and, whatever aftonifhment certain critics may exprefs at the 
affirthation, in a very fundamental and important fenfe of ‘the word, 
Mr, Daubeny and his aflociates,’’ whofe notions he all along ftre- 
nuoufly combats, ** are Dissenrers from the Church of England.” 
(P.397.) | 

The evangelical teachers to whom Mr. O. would exclufively ap- 
piopria the honourable appellation of true Churchmen, are frequently 
‘known by the lefs dignified name of Calviniftic methodifts. He does 
‘not, however, undertake the vindication of all who have obtained 
that defignation: for his apology, as his title-page bears, refpeéts 


“only fuch of them as are regular clergy of the eftablifbment. He is, 


therefore, the oftenfible advocate only of Calviniftie methodifts with- 
an, and not of thofe without, the church; of fuch minifters as ** equal- 


ly refpect, in their theory and their practice, the dofrines and the 


| onflitution of the eftablifhed church; lament, moft cordially, every 


occalion, and every degree of deviation from her; and wifh for no- 
thing fo much as her prefervation in her genuine purity. For thefe, 
and tee EXCLUSIVELY, under whatever title. they are found, it is. 

the 


’ 
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the object of this work to apologize.” (Pref. p.iv.) Again; ‘* Let 
it be invariably inculcated,” he fays, “ that, to conftitute a genuine 
thurchman, an obedience to her,” the Church’s, * authority is 
equally effential with an adherence to her doctrines.” (P. 399.) He 
ailures us that they are ‘* the fartheft poffible from the fact, who 
reprefent the views and conduét of Dr. Haweis as a fair fpecimen of 
the general opinions of the clergy of the Church of England who 
are called evanpelical :”? and that ‘‘ the general body of thele di- 
vines as fincerely lament the /chifm of Dr. Haweis, asthe beterodoxy 
of fome other doétors.”’ ( Ibid.) 

We thall certainly not be fulpected, by our readers, of contemning 
church authority and difcipline. Our opinions on that fubject are 
fufficiently known; and we earneftly with that fentiments fimilar to 
our own, refpecting ecclefiaftical unity and the fin of {chifm, were 
univerfally entertained by Chriftians. “lhe regard which the per- 
fons here defended difcover for regularity and order, is highly com- 
mendable, and fhall not, by us, be defrauded of its due portion of 
praife. But our ingenious apologift was well aware that minifters 
may be found within the pale of the church, who are yet fa//e church- 
men. A clergyman, to be a true fon of the church, muft teach her 
doétrines, as well as conform to her difcipline. In order, therefore, 
to fubltantiate the claim which he advances in favour of himfelf and 
of his friends, it was abfolutely incumbent upon him to ifhew that 
they alone have adopted, and propagate, her real-tenets. To fhew 
this, indeed, is the principal aim which he has in view: and, ac~ 
cording to him, thefe tenets are ftrictly and accurately in unifon 
with thofe of Calvin. ‘The proof of this pofition in general, he ftre- 
nuoufly urges in his fecond chapter, intituled “* ‘The Real Senfe of 
the Articles and Doétrines of our Reformers inveftigated,” &c. in 
which he argues from *‘ our different forms as they explain and il- 
luftrate each other; the title and preamble annexed [prefixed] to the 
articles; the circumftances and object of our reformers; their other 
public and approved writings; the authorities they refpected; and 
their known private fentiments.” (Pp. 44 and 69.) From all thefe 
fources of information he thinks himfelf warranted to conclude that 
the genuine dotrine of our church isCalvinifm. ** ‘Thefe fentiments,’”® 
he fays, meaning the private fentiments of the reformers, ‘* we mean 
to fhew were thofe which are now ufually termed Calviniftic.” (P. 
69.) ‘ The doétrines now often termed moderate Calvinifm, fthe,’* 
the church, ‘* unequivocally inculcates.” (P.g5.) And, towards 
the end of the chapter, he thus fums up the refule of his inquiries : 
“* Here then we might well reft our whole queftion. The Church 
of England, we have feen ftrong reafon for concluding, is moderately 
Calviniflic. ‘The chief fubjecis of our apology are profiffedly fo.— 
This circumftance, therefore, might at once decide who have adhered 
to, and who have departed from, .the original and genuine. doctrines 
of the Articles, as none but ee acculed of methodi/m even profels 

2 : to 


























4 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


to hold any tenet that is Ca/vinifiic.”* (P.g7.) But the prudence 
and caution of this apologift are equal, at leaft, to his learning and 
ingenuity. He was fenfible that the tenets of Calvin, when exhi- 
bited in their true and legitimate colours,’ difplay fuch a difgufting 
mals of impiety, blafphemy, contradiction, and cruelty, as cannot 


- fail to infpire with horror or contempt, every mind which retains any 


fentiments of refpect for the Supreme Being, any {park of benevo- 
lence for its fellow-creatures, or even any glimmerings of reafon and 


“gommon fenfe. He is anxious, of courfe, to exonerate the Church, 


and, by coniquence, his favourite evangelical divines, from the ac- 
cufation of maintaining thefe tenets in their full extent. He, in va- 
rious places, pleads, as we have feen, for moderate Calvinif/m only. 
But, as tu get rid of the charge of holding the moft fhocking parts 
of the Calvinittic fyftem was a peint of great importance to his caufe, 
he is not fatisfied with incidentally difclaiming them, On the con- 
trary, he is at great pains to difown them explicitly, amd at large. 
After long contending for the Calvinifm of the ftandards of the 
Church, he, at p. 93, thus proceeds : 


“ Nothing, however, is further from our purpo’e, than to infer, from 
what has been advanced in this fection, that the precife theological fyflem 
of John Calvin in all tes erin and to its full extent, was intended to be efta- 
blithed in the 39 Articles, to the exclufion of every milder fentiment. We 
think they have equally failed who have attempted to {how this, whether 
the exaltation or degradation of the national confeflion has been their ob- 
je. To fay the leait, our efiablitlied fOrms do not teach directly + feveral 
dpétrines which are contained in Calvin’s Inftitutions, They do noi, 
with this work, affirm that the fall of ddam was the effect ofa divine decree: 
they do not ule the language it does, refpecting the extent of Christ’s re- 
demption : “a are filent concerning absolute reprobation, which is here taught 
expreisly. The authors of thefe forms unqueftionably built upon the same 
foundation with this celebrated reformer, but they have not carried the su- 
ferstructure Lo the same height, They were aware of the extremes to which 
fome had proceeded on thele fubjects, and of the liability of the doctrines 
of grace to abuie, and withed therefore to exprefs themfelves with mode- 
ration and caution. They were aware of the inability of the human un- 
deritanding to comprehend the whole of the divine procedure towards his 
creatures; and, of courle, of the difficulties attending the fubject, when 
purfued beyond a certain limit.. They withed, therefore, in framing a 
ftanding public confeffion, to decide no further upon thefe deep points 
than they believed the cecifion of importance, and for which they had the 
moit exprels and certain warrant of feripture. They wifhed unequivo- 
cally to teach that man’s salvation is wholly of grace, but that his Aerdition is 





* The author muft here mean any tenet that is fecukiar/y Calviniftico— 
any tenet that diliinguithes the School of Calvin from other tchools in 
theology. 

t Is not this a very fignificant infinuation that the three doéirines of 
Calvin, afierward mentioned, are taught by our Church, at leatt indirectly ? 


of 
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of imself; and neither to make God the auchor of sin, nor man a mere machine, 
and unfit to be treated as a moral agent. All beyond this they have left 
to be refolved on the principle of human igno.ance ” 

« It is faid,” adds our author (p. 95), “ that, in reality, there is no dif- 
ference between this fyfiem and the higher fpecies of Calvinilm. It may 
be an{wered, however that be, the Chucch 1s only refpontible for the doc- 
trines the /eaches expressly, and not for the inferences and consequences which may 
be deduced from theie doétrines by thote who perhaps do not undertiand 
them, and which the probably may duavow.” . 

«“ When, therefore,” continyes our wary apologit, (p. 94), ‘ ce-tain 
writers have formed a frightful fyfem of nothing but ablolute decrees, ab- 
folute reprobation, and oiher extravagancies, which we ditavow, they may 
attack it as vehemently as they pleaie; but it deferves their confideration 
that it is a creature of their own, and that in refpe@ to ws, at leait, the 
moit pointed of their weapons falls “ Telum imbelle fine ictu,” 


We have inferted this long quotation, that our readers may fee 
with what anxious concern Mr. O. repels from his party, and, by 
confequence, from the church, the credit of which muft, in his opi- 
nion, ttand or fall with himielf and his friends, the imputation of 
adopting what he calls the higher /pecies of Calvinifm, ** In which of 
their writings,” the writings of the divines whom he is vindicating, 
‘¢ can our opponents,” fays he, ** find a fingle paragraph that goes 
beyond the Sublapfarian fcheme ? But much may b¢ found that comes 
below it. Mr. Daubeny,” he adds, may deduce his confequences, 
aflume the prerogative of knowing men’s hearts, and infift ypan it, 
in {pite of themfelves, that they hild dodirines which they /ay, and 
believe, they do not;* but it deferves. his confidgration, that fuch a 
procedure is abfurd in itfelf, that it is contrary ta the eftablifhed laws 
of controverfy, and that it is juft.as fair, and juft as fignificant, as 
it would be to infer, from his ftronger expreflions reipecting human 
agency, that at the bottom he mult be a focinian.” (2. 96.) 

Weare unwilling to fuppofe that al] this oftentatious parade about. 
the moderation of bis Calvinifm is intended, by Mr. é, only to 
throw duft in the eyes of his readers, though we are fatry to obierve 
that the whole of it has too much this appearance. We thould not, 
however, do juftice to our readers, or to tne caule which we have in 
hand, if we did not explicitly inform them thatthe whole of his de- 
fence, on this part of the fubjeét, is labour completely loft. No 
man, we affirm, and we affirm it confidently, can be a Cualvinift by’ 
halves. No man _who embraces any one of the tenets peculiar to this 
fyftem can poflibly reject the reft.. Mr. O., indeed, makes fe of 
languaze directly calculated to miflead and d ceive. He talks of @d- 
Jolute decrees, abjolute reprobation, and other extravagancies, as creatures 


uum 
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* We fuppofe that this muft be an error of the printer; though we know 
not what the author intended precifely to fay, We copiulted Daabeny, 
as referred to in the margin ; but no expretlion fimilar to this is there to be 


found. 
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of his opponents; which he and his party difavow. Now he tells us 
that they are Sublapfarian Calvinifts; and do fuch, in truth, hold 
no kind of abjolute decrees? Yes; they contend that the decree of 
Ek@ion, at \eatt, is abfolute: and his mafter will tell Mr. O. that, 
if this be admitted, the decree of reprobation 1s abiolutealfo, ** Multi 
quidem,” fays Calvin, ‘ ac fi invidiam a Deo repellere vellent, elec- 
tionem ita fatentur ut negent quenquam reprobari ; fed infulfe nimis 
et pueriliter; quando ipfa electio nift reprobationi oppofita non fta- . 
ret. Dicitur Deus fegregare quos adoptet in falutem: fortuito alios 
adipifci, vel fud induftria acquirere, quod /o/a eleé?io’ paucis confert, 

iitinéen infulfe dicetur. uss ergo Deus preterit, reprobat; neque 
alia de causa, nifi quod ab hereditate quam filiis fuis pradeftinat, 
illos vult exeludere,” Inft. Lib. 3. Cap. 23.. Sec, 1. 

This reafoning of Calvin we deem iretragable. SoLA ELECTIO 
is unconditional, abjilute election: it can mean  ncthing el{e; and for 
this our evangelical divines are ftrenuous advocates.- When they 
teach us that God only pa/fées by a great part of mankind, and leaves 
thém in their deiperate condition to perifh, they amufe us with words, 
and attempt to eftablifh a  diftinction’ without a difference: for 
““Quos Deus prieterit, reprobat.” A decree of preterition is, to all 
intéats‘and purpoles, a decree of damnation, fince every perfon who 
is abfolutely excluded from'the décree of election’ muft infallibly be 
damned.* haat 

Fe is, indeed, highly deferving’ of attention that, whatever opinion. 
different mén may formi’of the vatue*of thie Calviniftic fyftem of the- 
ofogy, its admirable confiftency with itfelf muft be univerfally ad-: 
mitted. Its chatatterftic do€trines hang fo clofely together, and de- 
pend fo eflentially upon. one another, that, if you remove a fingle 
dogma, you demolifh the whole, “Thus if you deny election, you 
mult deny reprobation, and vice versa. If you reject unconditional: 
decrees, both election and reprobation’'fall to the ground. He who 
does not allow of invincible grace, muft abandon the final perfeve- 
rance of the faints: ‘The refult «is ‘the! fame, wherever you begin, 


aa —— — — 
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o® The Calvinittiic notion, of reprobation {eems not only to derive no fup- 
rt from the word wich, in the, New Teltament, is rendered Reprobate, 

ut even to be totally ipconliftent with its real import. A’doxjaos is useless 
no value 5 therefore, pood for nothing dui to be thrown away. Vs’ proper and 
orginal a plication is to‘the drofs or {edtia of metals. According to the 
fcheme of thofe who think that the everlafting deftiny of men is, in fome 
way, dependent on their characters,’ it cotiveys a moft fignificant, and moft 
iuftruGiive intimation, The wicked have abufed all the means of grace 3 
they have fhewn themfelves incapable of improvement; they are only a 
Huifance jn the creation of God: they are, therefore, fit fabjects for beng 
: » that is, rejocted, treated asvile, and catt away. .** Cut it downs 
why*cumbereth it the ground.” On the priaciple of unconditional decrees, 
all this important and highly interefling infraction is loft, 
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Every tenet of the fyftem is.neceflary to the fupport of every other. 
We have therefore faid, that no, man can (confiftently at leaft) bea 
Calvinift by halves: and to taik, as Mr. O. does, of a moderate Cals 
vinifm isy in fact, to talk of a real non-entity. 

We have long remarked, indeed, that it is a.common artifice with 
writers of a certain. defcription to garble this precious fyftem of di- 
vinity, and to exhibit only a partial view of it.. Jhey either entire- 
ly keep out of fight its moit prominent and hideous, thoygh eflential, 
tenets; or, if they are forced to bring them forward, they boldly de- 
ny that. they admit them: though what is thus. difclaimed as,necef- 
farily follows from what is admitted, as any corollary of Euclid from 
the propofition from which it is deduced, ‘This conduct, however, 
we.cannot but regard as extremely dilingenuous, and unworthy, of. 
fincere inquirers after truth, We-are not ignorant, of the rule of 
controverfy which forbids us to afcribe to an antagonift thofe, con- 
fequences of his opinions which, he difavows. Bur this rule can, in 
equitable conftruction, have place only in cafes where, thefe con{e. 
quences. were ejther not forefeen, oy not pointed out. That our au- 
thor ftood in this predicament, no man who reads his book will bes 
Jieve. But, if Mr, O. chooles to be inconfiftent; if he willftill in- 
fift on his privilege of making what referyations he pleafes in favour 
of himfelt ; of adopting and rejecting precifely fuch fhreds of, Calvi- 
nifm as he thinks will beft fuit, the purpofes of the party for which, 
he writes; we think that the obfervations already made confer on us 
an equal or a better right to conclude, that ‘if our Church.inculcate 
the theology of Calvin, fhe inculcates it in its genuive purity, and, 
to its legitimate extent. 

It may be proper here to inform our readers, that, to juttify the, 
propriety, or rather neceflity, of his publication, Mr, QO. alleges,that, 
thofe heterodox writers whofe opinions he controverts were, the ag- 
crefors, and had attacked, not bimfclf indeed, but his friends, with 
unprovoked malignity. (Pref,.p. vi.) But even our. refpeét for Mr. 
QO. cannot reftrain.us from affirming, in the moft unqualified man- 
ner, that this is a grofs and moft fhameful mifreprefentation, It 
would be infulting our readers to fuppofe them ignorant that, it, has 
always, and uniformly, been a ftanding rule with perfons of Mre 
O,’s principles, to abufe and vilify both clergy and laity, who |had 
fenfe enough to reject. the Calviniftic doStrings, Were we,to credit 
his.infinuation in another place, (p. 42,) wefhould certainly fuppofe. 
that his party had been violently aflaulted by a holt of foes: for he 
talks of **-Many of their affailants.” But when we examine the fact, 
even as ftated by himfelf, it appears that this formidable army of af~ 
failants confilts of about fix or feven divines, with the conductors’ of 
the Britifh Critic and of the Anti-Jacobin Review. os “3 

The conduéiors of the Britith Critic, our refpectable co-adjutors 
in the caufe of the Church of England and. of Truth, are fully come 
petent to, their own defence... With retpect to ourfelves, whofe vor 
lumes we obferve are often referred to by this apologift, we fhalbene 
b 4 deavour 
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deavour to fettle the account between him and us at a future oppor- 
tunity. Till then, we are pertectly fatisfied with the ‘company in 
which he has placed us; and, in the mean time, we thank him for 
fome obliging expreffions which (pp. 15, 16,) he has been pleafed to 
employ with regard to us. 

We have faid that our author is an artful advocate ; and we furefee 
that we fhall frequently bave occafion to notice the wary and guarded 
caution with which he writes. This forms, indeed, a confpicuous 
charaéteriftic of his book; and he feems, at times, t6 carry it fo far 
as todifplay a kind of myfterious ambiguity, which, to {peak the 
truth, now and then puts on very much the fembiance of jefuitical 
equivocation, and of a confcioufneis of the badnefs of his caufe. Of 
this exceflive warinefs the following is an inftance, which is the 
more remarkable as it relates to the very detign of his publication, in 
explaining which an author ought furely, if any where, to be open, 
explicit, and ingenuous. Although in his title-page he profefles to 
apologize ** for thoie of the regular clergy of the eftablifhment who 
are fometimes called evangelical minifters,” he foon difcovers that 
he has taken upon hinielf too hazardous a tafk. He is evidently 
afraid that this defeription of his clients is too extenfive and general : 
he, therefore, in Pref p.v. takes care to reduce it within bounds 
fufficiently narrow. « Nor will,” fays he, “ the work become re- 
{pontibie for the doctrines of any perfons except thofe for whom by 
name it undertakes.” He has thus exprefsly referved to himfelf the 
privilege of defending juft whore hespleafes, and, by confequence, of 
Jeaving to the vengeance of their adverfaries thofe refractory brethren, 
however dear, who prefume, in any degree, to exceed or come fhort 
of the ftandard which he means to eftablifh. Obferve then, reader, 
and mark it well, that the real and only defendant in this caufe is 
Joun Overton, A. B.* 

To the foregoing reftriétion, indeed, the following fhuffling qua- 
Jification is iubjoined; but it can be intended only for a blind, be- 
caufe, in the author’s particular fituation, it is entirely deftitute of 
meaning; §* Few, however, it is believed, will be found of the de- 
nomination and defcription in queftion,” that is, regular evangelical 
minifters of the eitablifhment, ** who will not cordially fub{cribe to 
their fentiments,” the tentiments of thofe “* for whom,” to ufe his 
own phrafeology, Mr. O. “ by name undertakes.” 





* From the general {tile of his work we conclude that Mr. O. is a clers 
——by which our readers will underftand us to mean that he is in epifs 
copal orders, If fo, we flould be glad to know why he has omitted ta 
cog} the ulual and.appropriate defignation of Reverenp to his name, 
On this afiected practice, which we are forry to fee gaining ground, whe- 
ther it be intended as a puritanical dilplay of “voluntary humility,” or as 
a private fign of fraternal affeflion for Calviniftic methodilis out of the 
church, we thall not ceafe, wherever we meet with it, to imprets our 


_ pote of decided reprobation, 


But 
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But why does Mr. O. believe fo? We believe no fuch thing. All 
thofe, at leaft, who entertain the fupralapfarian principles will open- 
ly and clamoroufly diflent. We have reafon to think that the num- 
ber of thete among the regular clergy of the ettablithed church is {till 
not inconliderable ; and Mr. O. knows that they too are SOMETIMES 
called evangelical minifters, At al] eveuts his extreme caution has, 
in the pretent initance, cxpofed him to the charge of mott epregi- 
oufly trifling with the public. When he-wrote the following bold 
defiance, he probabiy expected that his readers would good-naturedly 
have torgotten the declaration in his ‘preface. ‘* And here our oppo- 
nents are challenged to fhew, by fair quotation, from the writings 
of any perion here vindicated, any doctrine that exceeds this fandard; 
any thing that in its natural tendency, and by fair conitruétivn, 
means mere than what is plainly taught in our Articles, Homilies and 
Liturgy, and illuitrated by the other writings, and known fentiments, 
of our reformers.” (P. 2¢2.) The challenge is, certainly, a curious 
one. Mr, O. undertakes to vindicate only thofe whom he mentions 
by name; perfons who, to be fure, teach his own dodtrines; and 
then gravely defies his opponents to produce, from the works of thofe 
perions, doctrines different from his! ‘] he individuals, however, 
whom he names with approbation make a pretty large aflemblage.— 
He enumerates Robinion, Hervey, Milner, Venn, Hawker, Knox, 
Romaine, Cecil, Cadogan, Scstt of the Lock, &c. &c. with Mr, Wil- 
berforce, and that prodigy of female underflanding (p. 317) Mrs, Hane 
nah More. ‘The liit 1s indeed fo large, that we muit decline taking 
up Mr. O.’s gauntlet. We are cither too indolent, or too bufly, to 
énter into a minute examination of the voluminous productions of 
thefe worthy champions of the True Churchmen, although, by fuch 
an examination, we fhould, no doubt, be greatly ecified -and in- 
ftructed. We thall, therefore, give full credit to Mr. O.’s aflertion, 
and firmly believe that there is not the fhadow of a difagreement be- 
tween their theological notions and his, 

But the queftion at iflue between our author and his opponents is 
the REAL Sense of the authorized ftandards of the dotrines of our 
church, Mr. O, infifts that they go the length of Sublapfarian Cal- 
vinifm at leaft, and often intimates that thofe do not, in his appre- 
henfion, mifinterpret them, who reprefent them as going ftill far- 
ther. We aie moft decidedly of a different opinion. He has broughit, 
indeed, many arguments to prove that our reformers were. Calvi- 
nifts, But granting that /ome, or even many of them were Calvi- 
nifts, in the moft extenlive fenfe of the word; it would not follow 
that our public ftandards are therefore Calviniftic. This point is to 
be determined on other principles, and by a different criterion. ‘This 
criterion, we are happy to ebierve, Mr. O. has fairly and fully pro- 


ofed; we, therefore, quote with pleafure the paflage in whieh it is 
jaid down. 


ff The Articles, Homilies, and Liturgy of oar Church are three difliné 
ipecies — 
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{pecies of writings. They were compofed at different times, and, in fome 
reipects, for different purpoles... And yet, in point of doctrine, they uni- 
formnly breathe the lame {pirit, and exprels them{elves with the fame des 
gree of force. No one of them contracts the ideas, or by any means lef- 
fens the import, of the reft; but, when compared with honelly, and un- 
derfood according to the common rules of ae! ye written compofi- 


tions, each mutually illuitrates and confirms the full an 
the others. In this light they were uniformly conlidered by the great cha- 
ra@ers who reviewed and examined them at their firft: eftablifhment ; and 
whatever may have been urged to the contrary from a few detached jas- 
sages, he mutt be a very tuperficial theologian, who confiders them tho- 
roughly, and does not perceive. the fame exact harmony in them now. To 
the great difturbance of fuch divines as Archdeacon Paley, the doctrines 
of the articles are ‘ woven with much. indufiry into, the forms of public 
worlhip.’—This circumftance, therefore, muft materially aflift us in difco- 


vering the original fenfe and intention of the whole, and leaves little room, 


to doubt but it was that which is moft obvioully fuggelied by the words, 
when underliood according to the common ufe of language applied to fuch 
fubjects.” (P. 45.) 


With all this, which is well and fenfibly faid, we moft cordially 


agree; and here join. iflue. with our apologift. Indeed the Articles, 


Homilies, and Liturgy of the Church mutt peumews have been 
meant to be in harmony with each other, unlefs we will fuppofe our 
reformers to have been deftitute either of common. underftanding or 
of common integrity. If they poflefled the former, they could not 
draw up, as ftandards of orthodoxy, three inftruments ftamped with 
equal authority, of which the doctrines were difeordant and irrecon- 


cileable: nor could they, if not devoid. of the latter, intend that the, 


clergy. in {ubferibing the Articles, fhould make profeffion of a dif- 
ferent faith from what it is their daily duty to profefs, and inculcate 
on the people, in the public Liturgy. We know not what difturb- 
ance it may give to fuch divines-as Mr. Archdeacon Paley, that the. 
doctrines of the articles are ** woven with fo much induftry into the 
forms of public worfhip;” but, for our fhare, we fincerely rejoice 
that {uch is the cafe. We could have wifhed indeed that Mr. Ox 
who has undoubtedly compared, with care and honefly, the offices of 
the Liturgy with the Articlesand Homilies, had favoured us with a 
particular detail of the refults which he muft have found on fuch 
comparifon, But as, for reafons belt known, to himfelf, he has not 
thought this incumbent upon him, we mutt-endeavour, for the fake 
of our readers, in lome degree to fupply the defect; and we begin 
with inquiring whether the Liturgy teaches the. doétrines of Calvin; 
for if it does not, then neither de the Articles or Homilies, our learn~ 
ed apologift himfelf being judge. 

Now the key ftone of the whole Calviniftic fyftem. is the doétring 
of unconditional decrees, on the removal of which the whole edifice 
inftantly tumbles into ruins. Even the mild and moderate Calvin- 
iim for which our author pleads, and which he anxioufly contends to 

: [the 


natural fenle of ~ 


ee OE Ripe 


Overton’s True Churchman afcertained. 1 


be the doctrine of the Church, is built on an arbitrary ele&tion of 
individuals, without any regard.to the character and conduct of the 
perfons elected. (See p. 354.) .** And what fcheme,” he afks, * does 
fo much honour to the character and government of the Supreme Be- 
ing as that which reprcefents him as aiming continually at the mani- 
feltation of his own glorious perfections, and.the greateft poffible ul- 
timate felicity of his creatures; as accomplifhing thefe ends by means 
concerted in wifdom and goodnefs; permitting partial evil, in order 
to greater good ;. leaving his intelligent creatures to be influenced by 
motives which are certain in their effects, but which deftroy not the 
moral refponfibility of the agent?” (P. 255.) Our reformers, he 
had told us before, ** wilhed unequivocally to teach that man’s /jalva- 
tion is wholly of grace, but that his perdition is of himfelf; and neither 


to make God the author of fin, nor man a mere machine, and unfit to, 


be treated as a moral agent.” (P.g5.) But if our reformers withed 
indeed to teach fo, they muft have believed election to be conditional, 


and dependent on men’s ufe of the grace afforded them; for on no, 


other poffible fcheme of election can man be ether than a mere machine, 
be made refponfible for his own peraition, or confidered' as a moval agent. 
But conditional election neceflarily fuppofes univerfal redemption, and 
that every man’s future happinefs is in his own power; fince if man’s 
falvation is fufpended on his compliance with the influences of di- 
vine grace, a fufficient portion of that grace muft be proffered equally 


to all. On this important fubjeét, however, Mr. Overton fpeaks in. 


the following cold and equivocal manner: “ They,” the reformers, 
‘¢do not ufe the language it,’’ Calvin’s work, ** does refpecting the 
extent of Chrift’s redemption.” (P. 94.) Mr. O. knew that they 
really ufe language diametrically oppofite. But he alfo knew that if 
the doctrine that Chrift died for all men be the doctrine of the 
Church, he muft abandon either the church or his favourite tenet of 
unconditional election, and all its confequences. 

Now, in the form of daily abfolution, the prieft is made authori- 
tatively to pronounce that ** God defireth not the death of a finner, 
but rather that he fhould turn from his wickednefs and live.” But 
can God defire that thofe fhould live, who, in confequence of his 
decree’ of praterition, are left by bim in a ftate which inevitably 
Jeads to eternal death? ‘Ihe petition in the Litany, ‘* That it ma 
pleafe thee to have mercy upon ail men,” is abfolutely and totally, 
inconfiftent with Calvinilm, in all its modifications and forms. For 
whether thofe who fhall be finally miferable are condemned by. a po- 
fitive or negative decree ; are reprobated, as they fay,.or only pailed 
by; their faivation is impofible; and it is only a folemn mockery of 
God to pray that he would have mercy on them. The-fame ob- 
fervation is equally applicable to the language employed in the com-~ 
mencement of the prayer for the whole ftate of Chrift’s Church: 
8 Almighty and everlafting God, who, by thy holy apoftic, hat 
(aught us iv make prayers and fupplications, and to give thanks, for 
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alimen.” In the Collect for Ath Wednefday, we addrefs our Maker 
asa Being ‘* who hateth xothing that he hath made;” words which 
furely quadrate ill with the fentiments of thofe who believe that the 
means of falvation are denied, by an arbitrary, unconditionai decree, 
to a great proportion of the human race. In that for the Sunday 
next before Eaiter, God is affirmed ** of his tender Jove to mankind 
to have fent his Son, our Saviour Jefus Chrift, to take upon him our 
fiefh, and to (uffer death upon the crofs,” and that for this end, 
“¢ chat all mankind fhould follow the example of his great humility.” 
But it is obvious that, on the Calviniftic fcheme, whether Supralap- 
farian or Sublapfarian, the affirmation is falfe, and the end impofli- 
ble. Both reprobation and preterition neceflarily fuppofe that for a 
great part of mankind God had no tender love, and that fuch part 
can never follow Chriit’s example. In the firft Collect for Good 
Friday, every Chriftian congregation is directed to fay ** Almighty 
God, we beteech thee gracioufly to behold this thy family, for which 
our Lord Jefus Chrift was contented to be betrayed, and given up 
into the hands of wicked men, and to fuffer death upon the crofs ;” 
expreffions which have no meaning unlefs all men have it in their 

wer to become partakers of the ineftimable benefits of the death of 
Chrift, The fame conclufion may be inferred from the collects for 
the 4th and 13th Sundays after Trinity, in the firft of which ail Chri/- 
fans are taught to pray ‘* that they may fo pafs through things tem- 
poral that they fimally lofe not the things eternal,” and in the fecond 
“* that they may fo faithfully (erve God in this life, that they fail net 
finally to attain his heavenly promifes.” , 

But we are not left tocollect, by inference, that our Church holds 


‘the doctrine of univerfal redemption, and, by confequence, that of 


conditional electiog, which totally overthrow Mr. Q.’s fcheme. She 
teaches them in terms as plain and unambiguous as the language can 
fupply. Thus fhe makes us, in the general Thankfgiving, give God 
“ molt humble and hearty thanks for all his goodnefs and loving 
kindnefs to ws and to ali men; to blefs him, above all things, for his 
ineftimable love in the redemption,” not of a felect number of per- 
fons arbitratily and unconditionally chofen, but “ of the world by our 
Lord Jefus Chrift;” who, in the prayer of confecration at the com- 
munion, is affirmed to have ** made, by his one oblation of himfelf 
once offered, a full, perfect, and fufficient facrifice, oblation and fa- 
tisfaction for the fins of the whole world.” The Catechifm which fhe 
enjoins to be learned of all her children, and in which fhe furely lays 
down with plainnefs and perfpicuity the religious principles which 
fhe wifhes them to adopt, inftructs the catechumen, in reply to the 
queftion “ What doft thou chiefly learn in thefe articles of thy be- 
hef?” to anfwer, among other things, * In God the Son, who hath 
redeemed me and al! mankind,” Nay, as if all this were not fufficient- 
ly decifive of her fentiments on fo important a point, fhe has taken 
care, in her chirty-frit Article, to declare them formally, in terms 
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fo clear and comprehenfive, fo emphatical and precife, that we fhould 

be greatly obliged to Mr. O. or any of his friends, if they would in- 
form us how to couch the doétrine of univerfal redemption in words 
more expreflive of its nature and extent. ‘* The offering of Chrift 
once made,”’ fays the Article, ** is that perfect redemption, propitia- 
tion, and fatisfaction for ALL THE SINS OF THE WHULE WORLD, 
BOTH ORIGINAL AND ACTUAL.” ° This unlucky declaration we 
boldly pronounce to be crux Calviniflarum; and unlefs, in his oneff 
comparifon of the Articles, Homilies, and Liturgy, it, by fome mott 
unaccountable fatality, efcaped Mr. O.’s eye, we mult be content 
to run the rifque of his difpleafure, by bone/fly and roundly telling 
him that to charge the Church of England with teaching the Calvi- 
niftic tenet of a partial, arbitrary, and unconditional election of in- 
dividuals to eternal life, required a degree of impudence equal, at 
Jeaft, to his other powers. 

Nor are we at all afraid to meet this dextrous controverfialift, this 
redoubted champion of Sublapfarian Calvinifm, on the fubject of the 
famous XVIIth Article, which is uniformly appealed to in the pre- 
fent difpute. For our own part, we never could perceive in this ar- 
ticle the fhadow of a difficulty. We have always thought, and con- 
tinue to think, it compietely anti-Calviniftic. Indeed, to let our 
readers intoa fecret, we fhrewdly fufpect that Mr, O. thinks fo too; 
nor fhall we be much furprized if, after perufing the following quo- 
tation, which, though fomewhat long, we cannot abridge, and of 
which, regarding it as a curious {pecimen of the art of confutation, 
we were unwilling to deprive them, fome of them fhould be inclined 
to entertain the fame fufpicion with ourfelves. 

‘© There is, however,” fays Mr. O. * it muft be confefled, a dif- 
covery made by Mr. Daubeny, which, if it be juft, forms a confider- 
able objection to our conclufion.” ** But, Sir,” fays this writer to 
his opponent, ‘* I fhall not do juftice to the 17th Article, if I do 
not obferve further, that, fo far from being intended to favour the 
Calviniftic doétrine, it appears to me to furnifh the MosT DECISIVE 
INTERNAL EVIDENCE AGAINST IT.” Poor deluded hiftorians, an- 
cient and modern, foreign and domeftic, who, with one voice, have 
told us that our public confeffions are formed on the Auguflinian, or 
| Calvinian plan! Poor unfortunate Bifhop Burnet, who, when em- 
ployed by his Queen, and the great metropolitan, for the very oppo- 
fite purpofe, has faid, ** It is not to be denied but that the Article 
feems to be framed according to St. Auftin’s doétrine;” that although, 
in his judgment, others might fubfcribe it, yet that * the Calvini/is 
have lefs occafion for fcruple, fince the Article does feem more plainly to 

avour them,” and that the very ‘* cautions that are added to it, do 

likewife intimate that St. Auftin’s doclrine was defigned to be fet- 

tled by the Article!” Poor good-natured Arminians, who have made 

fo many undue conceffions, and have /o labeured to account for this cir- 

cuinftance; afcribing it to the Marian exile, and a defire to prow ob 
hen 
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hend the Calvinifts, and to the fact that ‘* fome of the compilers of 
thie articles were Calvinifts!”’ Poor fhort-fighted fimpletons altoge- 
ther, who, for two hundred and thirty-feven years have been doting 
about the pstrea tendency of our articles, when, after all, the very 
article upon which this point has been chiefly founded, furnifhes the MOST 
DECISIVE EVIDENCE AGAINST IT! Well may Mr. Daubeny be 
reprefented as ‘‘ indifputably the very foremof?, or among the faremoft, 
‘writers of the age!”” Well may it be triumphantly concluded that 
Calvinifts will hardly attempt to reafon with him!” With the man, 
ewho can view fuch an article in fuch a light, confidered under al] its 
-circumttances, and in connection with what has been the prevailing 
Opinion of perfons of all perfuafions upon it, it is certainly in vain 
to reafon.” (P. 93.) | 

When this extraordinary paflage met our eye, we inftantly con- 
jectured that Mr. O. had found, upon this oceafion, Mr. D.’s ar- 
mour impenetrable. It is not in a {tile like this that a keen and able 
difputant writes when he is really perfuaded that his adverfary lies at 
his mercy. Accordingly, on confulting the ‘* Appendix to the Guide 
to the Church,” we were fully convinced of the juftnefs of our con- 
jeCture. We again moit earnefily recommend to the attention of our 
readers the whole of that incomparable production, efpecially Letter 
4th, where, if we have not entirely loft our faculty of judging, they 
will find fuch proofs of the Anti-Calvinifm of the 17th article, as the 


‘ whole brigade of ‘Evangelical minifters,” whether regular or irre- 


gular, male or female, of the eftablifhment or out of the eftablifhment, 
will never be able to overturn, 

The 2d fection of the 2d chapter of Mr. O’.s book, is entitled, 
*¢ ‘The true Interpretation of the Articles further fought from the 
known private Sentiments of our Reformers.” ‘Uhefe fentiments, 
he fays, he means to fhew were thofe which are now ufually termed 


. Calviniftic; and his firft proof of this pofition is deduced from ‘ the 


UNANIMOUS TESTIMONY of men of all fentiments, and,” reader, 
mark! ¢¢ of the utinoft refpeAabilily.” His witnefles, indeed, are not 
deficient in number ; though, with regard to the ref/pec?ability of fome 
of them, at leaft, as well as to their competence to give evidence in 
this caufe, a court properly conftituted might poffibly be inclined to 
hefitate. We are prefented, however, with the depofitions, at large, 


. of the hiftorians Hume, Robertfon, and Mofheim, of the Critical 


Reviewers, of Bifhop Burnet, and of the CONDUCTORS OF THE 


New AnnuAt Recister. ‘ The fame, in effet,” adds the au- 


thor, *‘fay Maclaine, Strype, Wilfon, Smollet, and numberlefs 
others,”’ he learned author of the Confeffional ‘too is referred 
to; and what credit is not due to the venerable teltimony of Dave- 


nant, Carleton, Hall, Ward, Ufher,* Whitaker, and the whole clafs 
: of 





* Mr. O. may poflibly fomewhere have {een that this very learned man, 


at one time a zealous fupporter of the moft rigid Calvinifm, folemnly re- 
nounced 
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of writers of their defeription?” (P. 72.) Having firftduly com- 
mented on this great body of evidence, Mr. O. triumphantly demands 
a verdict. ‘‘ And what now, we afk, but the irrefiftible force of 
truth, could induce men of fuch oppofite principles ’”’—all, you will 
remember, of the utmoft refpe@ability—all honourable men—* and in 
fuch oppofite fituations, Believers and Inripects, Churchmen and 
Dissenters, Natives and ForeiGners, CALVINISTS and Armi- 
nians, thus to unite in their teftimony on the point? Muft we not 
ceafe to expeé& any authentic information from hiftorv, if, to a conti- 
derable extent, credit is not due to fuch evidence as this?” (P. 73.) 

By a certain clafs of readers, for whom it was defigned, all this 
will, no doubt, be reckoned very conclufive. But ri ego¢ Ai:veoy ? 
Had Mr. O. critically analyfed the 17th article, and fhewn that, in 
fair conftruction, it cannot be reconciled to the Arminian fcheme, 
his procedure would have been directly to the purpofe ; and he would 
have done more to prove our formularies Calviniftic, than can be done 
by the teftimony of ten thoufand fuch witnefles as he has produced : 
of whom fome may be juftly fufpefted to have been but indifferent 
judges of the fubje&, whilft almoft all of them were interefted in 
fixing the charge, either as avowed friends to the doétrine, or as pro- 
feiled enemies to the Church of England. Our author, however, has 
thought proper to honour this important article with very little of 
his notice. After miferably mangling, perverting, and milreprefent- 
ing a remarkable paffage of the illuftrious Hooper, he fays, ** The 
whole therefore that this famous paflage can be made to inculcate, is 
the propriety of guarding againft the exceffes and adufes of the doc- 
trines of Predeftination and Ele&tion ; and the proper menner of treat- 
ing onthe fubje&t; namely, that we muft argue from the effc& to the 
caufe, and only infer our eletion from our Chriitian experience and 
condu&. And precifely the fame,” he afterwards adds, ‘* might be 
fhewn of ali that is fo generally quoted by writers of an Arminian 
caft, from the works of Melanéthon, Latimer, Hall, the Reformatio 
Legum, and the laft claufe of the 17th Article. The paffages con- 
tain nothing more than fome fa/utary cautions again the abufes or 
mifreprefentation of the Calviniltic doctrines, of which cautions every 
prudent Calvinift fully admits the propriety.” (Pp. go, 91.) 

That Mr. QO, is, or at leaft intends to be, a very prudent Calvinift, 
‘we are ready to aliow: indeed we have confpicuous proofs of it. in 
almoft every page of his book. We alfo allow that the laft claufe of 
the 17th Article was intended to guard againft the abufes of the doétrines 
of Predeftination and EleGion. But when Mr. O. affefts, that it 
‘S contains nothing more than a falutary caution againf? the abufes of 
the Carvinistic Docrrines,” we beg leave to remind him that 
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nounced that fyfiem before his death. But we beg Mr O's pardon 5 as 
this fact did not come within his plan, he was not, of courie, obliged to 
notice it, 
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his‘affertion is gratuitous, and built on a grofs and ge ese petitia 
incipii. Mr.O mutt know that, to render this affertion of any 
validity, he ought to have proved that the predeftination taught in the 
article is Calvinifiic predeftination ; ahfohute, arbitrary, and uncondi- 
tional. But this, we are confident, he cannot prove; for there is 
nothing in the words of the article itfelf, when taken in their /teral 
and grammatical fenfe, which gives the fmalleft countenance to fuch 
a notion. We have always conceived that, in drawing up this ar- 
ticle, our Reformers had the words of St Paul (Rom. viii. 2g, 30.) 
immediately in view: ‘* For whom he did foreknow, he alfo did pre- 
deftinate to be conformed to the image of his fon, that he might be 
the firft born among many brethren. Moreover, whom he did pre- 
deftinate, them he alfo called: and whom he called, them he alfo 
juftified : and whom he jultified, them he alfo glorified.” The arti- 
cle, indeed, it will be acknowledged, has the appearance of being a 
very exact paraphrafe of the Apoftle’s language. But fuppofing that 
St. Paul, in this place, is treating of the predeftination of individuals, 
as fuch, to eternal falvation, (of which, however, we think that 
there is great reafon to doubt) nothing can be clearer than that his 
redeftination is not arbitrary and abfolute ; for he exprefsly founds 
it on the foreknowledge of God.* At all events, if our Reformers 
meant, 





we * 

* In the whole of our reafoning about predeftination, we took it for 
granted that Mr. O, and his friends hold unconditional election, which we 
always conceived, indeed, to be an e(lential part of the fublapfarian (cheme. 
But it feen’$,°after all, that we were deceived. He notices, it is true, as 
liable to objection, the Bithop of Lincoln’s opinion on the fubject ; of whom 
it is faid (p. 354.) that “1n opeosivion ro THE CaALvinists, he repre- 
fents predeftination as founded on FORESEEN’ OBEDIENCE.” This we were 
fimple enough to confider as moti unexceptionable /ositive evidence that 
the Calvinifis po not found predeiiination on foreieen obedience. Buy 
our readers are not even yet fufliciently acquainted with the verfatile talents 
of our ingenious apologift, who can, at any time, by a motion of his magical 
wand, make his party inflantly embrace or renounce the moit important 
doctrines, juft as beti promotes the particular purpofe which he has then in 
view, We mutt acknowledge, however, that notwithfianding the numerous 
proofs which we had remarked of bis fingular dexterity in managing an ar- 

ment, we were perfectly coniounded, and, for fome time, could hardly 
periuade qurfelves that we were awake, when, afier having nearly finifhed 
our obfervations on this extraordinary production, the following paflage, 
referring expre({sly, as appears from the margin, to Rom. viii, 29, 30. ac- 
‘cidentally mét our eye.“ Our unitorm doétrine is, that all whom Gad did 
foreknow, he alfo did predefiinate to be conformed to the image of his son, and 
to walk religioufly in good works.” (P. 295.) From this it would feem, to 
our apprehenfion, that our author, and his evangelical brethren, po found 
predeftination on foresce# obedience? ; and that, therefore, on this point, there 
is novdifagreement between them, his Lordihip of Lincoln, and ourfelves. 
If there be, M.-O. would do usa favour if he would inform us what he 
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meant, in the body of the article, to inculcate the tenets of uncondi- 
tional eleétion, their fubfequent caution is not only ufelefs, but per- 
feétly abfurd.- ‘* We muft receive,” fay they, ‘* God’s promifes in 
fuch wife as they be generally fet forth to us in holy Scripture; and 
in our doings, that will of is to be followed which we have ex- 
refsly declared unto us in the word of God.” Now it would be 
Resathious to multiply quotations in order to demonftrate that the 
promifes of God, as fet forth in Scripture, are all general and con- 
ditional. ‘* God will render to every man according to his deeds ; 
to them who, by patient continuance in well doing, feek for glory, 
and honour, and immortality, eternal life; but unto them that are 
contentious, and do not obey the truth, but obey unrighteouf{nefs, in- 
dignation and wrath ; cslbialadian and anguifh upon every foul of man 
that doeth evil, of the Jew firft, and alfo of the Gentile ; but glory, 
honour, and peace, to every man that worketh good, to the Jew firlt, 
and alfo to the Gentile. For there is no refpe& of perfons with 
God.” (Rom. ii. 6—11.) It were alfo needlefs to accumulate proofs 
that the Redemption purchafed by the death of Chrift is reprefented 
in Scripture, as extending to the whole human race. The paralle 
which is drawn, by St. Paul, (Rom. v. 15—19.) between the effects 
of Adam’s tranfgreffion and thofe of our Saviour’s fatisfaGtion, is full 
to the point. The fame Apoftle exprefsly affirms (1. Tim. ii. 6.) 
that “ Chrift Jefus gave himfelf a ranfom for ail ;” St. John (1. Ep. 
ii. 2.) that ** he is the propitiation for the fins of the whole wirld ;” 
and the writer of the Epiftle to the Hebrews, (ii. 9.) that he ‘* tafted 
death for every man.” If, therefore, as our Apologift conceives, and 
as we conceive likewife, ‘‘ Our eftablifhed forms exhibit the plain 
and genuine doétrines of the Scriptures,” (p. 368.) the ele&tion taught 
in the 17th article is csnditional eleCtion ; not the eleétion of certain 
individuals, without regard to their character and conduét ; but of 
all thofe of whom God forefaw that they would believe, and obey 
the gofpel. If this was the do&rine of our Reformers, their caution 


i. ry conclufion of the article, is pertinent, fenfible, and to this 
effe&t : 


“ The Lord knoweth them that are his; for though the gracious ‘terms 
of falvation, through Chrift, are offered to all men, yet all will not accept 





here underftands by the foreknowledge of God. He cannot, we prefume, in 
this place, confine it to the natural and simple attribute of PresciuNnce: for 
that were to charge the Apoiile with uttering not only nonfenfe, but blaf- 
phemy. It were not only making him fay that the divine prefcience ex- 
tended to thofe who {hall be faved, which is nothing to the purpofe, finee 
we know that it extended, in an equal degree, to thofe who thall be faved, 
and to thofe who fhall be damned: but allo that thofé who thall be damned 
were predeftinated by God “to be conformed to the image of his fon, to 
be called, juftified, and glorified.” But we leave it to Mr. O. to adjuit, at 
leifure, his fentiments on the fubjeé. 
“« Quo teream vultns inutantem Protea nodo ?” 

- NO. LIX, VOL, XV, c them. 
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them. But thofe who do, He, who feeth the end from the beginning, hath 
confiantly decreed to bring to eternal felicity. This decree, however, makes 
+ alteration in the duty or deftiny of any individual. Let none, therefore, 

ink that they are, by it, excluded from the benefits of the redemption 
through Chritt. . Everlafting’ happine(s is promifed, in Scripture, to every 
man who will fulfil the canchiions on which the promile is made, Hence, 
although we may not be able to perceive how the certain foreknowledge of 
a future event is to be reconciled with its: contingency ; yet we are not, 
therefore, to remit of our exgrtions:; fince we certainly know from the word 
of God, that our final falvation depends on thefe exertions, and that none 


will be ultimately miferable but through their own fault.” 


~ Let us now fuppofe that’ the predeftination taught in the article, 
is the fame with that of our author and his friends, the moderate 
Sublapfarian Calvinifts, and, in that cafe, obferve the reafoning of 
the Church. 


_ “ The Supreme Being hath, from all eternity, conftantly decreed, from 
the mafs of mankind to feleét a part, in confequence of which they thalf 
infallibly be faved. The reft he hath as confiantly decreed to leave in a 
ftate of wrath and damnation, in confequence of which they muft infallibly 
perim. But in thefe deerees of ele@ion and ‘preterition, no refpeét is had 
o the charaéters of the perfons; to the forefeen faith and obedience of the 
one clafs, or to the foreleen infidelity and difobedience of the other. Al- 
though, however, the divine decrees are thus arbitrary and abfolute; al- 
though all our endeavours to work out our falvation are ulelefs and nuga- 
tory, becaufe thofe who are not comprehended in the number of the elect 
cannot poflibly be faved; yet the word of God has exprefsly affured us, by 
making all its promifes conditional and general, that évery man may be 
faved if he will. We muft, therefore, receive thefe promifes as true, though 
we know them to be falfe; and act upon them in our conduét through life, 
though our actions are of no manner of confequence one way or other.” 


_ This is the legitimate import of the do&trine which even Mr. O.’s 
moderate principles would attach to our venerable Church ; and we 
appeal to every reader of fenfe, whether any doétrine can be imagined 
more abfurd or impious. 

The doétrine, indeed,-of abfolute decrees, in every light in which 
it can be viewed, is attended with confequences which are equally. at 
variance with the deductions of reafon, the known courfe of provi- 
dence, and the uniform tenor of revealed religion. How contingent 
events, which depend upon the will of free moral agents, can be 
certainly forefeen, we have, it is true, no faculties to underftand. It 
has, indeed, been well obferved, that predeftination, prefcience, ele€tion, 
“&c. are words accommodated to human capacities, and cannot, in a 
‘ftri or proper fenfe, be predicated of God; for with him there is 
‘Neither paf nor future: all things are prefent. But the truth is, that 
of the matural attributes of God, as they have been called, fuch as his 
eternity, omniprefence, &c. we comprehend almoft nothing ; and, there- 
fore, whenever we attempt to fcan them, our reafon is apt to be be- 
wildesed and oft, : But, with regard to his mora/ attributes, the cafe 
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ts widely different. We are’ certain that, in God, juffice, veracity, 
goodne/s, and mercy, though infinitely higher in degree, are the fame 
in kind with what they are in ourfelves. Of thefe, therefore, we 
have clear and diftinét ideas; and we can argue from them with 
fafety and precifion. Were it not fo, the fituation of man would be 
an enigma altogether inexplicable ; and to talk of a moral govern- 
ment of the univerfe were nothing better than downright nonfenfe. 
Now the Calviniftic tenet of abfolute decrees is deftructive both of 
the juftice, and of the goodnefs of God. It is juftice to punifh the 
wicked, as well as to reward the righteous. But that being cannot 
poflibly be juft who difpenfes happinefs and mifery by caprice: nor 
can he be either juft or merciful, who, when a ranfom has been paid 
him for the deliverance of a thoufand prifoners, chufes, for no other 
reafon but the gratification of his owa whim, to condemn five hun- 
dred of them to dungeons and to death. In the ordinary oeconomy 
of human affairs relating to the bufinefs of the prefent life, we know 
from the beft of all evidence, that of experience, that, without in- 
dultry, and the exertion of our own powers, no great or valuable 
acquifition is, in general, to be expected. Though every blefling 
which men enjoy is rightly confidered as the bountiful effe& of divine 
beneficence ; yet the labourer or mechanic were an abfolute madman 
who fhould truft to providence for the fupply of his wants, whillt he 
paffed his time in habitual idlenefs, We are taught, indeed, to pray 
for our daily bread; but we may chance to flarve if we do not 
work for it. The cafe is the fame in-what concerns our everlaftin; 

intefefls, ‘The redemption of the world, by our Lord Jefus Chrift, 
is truly reprefented, in Scripture, as a fcheme of free and unmerited 
grace; but, although it be true that ‘* by grace we are faved,” we 
muft yet ** work out our own falvation with fear and trembling, 
giving all diligence to make our calling and ele€tion fure.” It could 
not poffibly, indeed, have been otherwife, fuppofing this world a 
{tate of probation, and man, a moral, accountable creature, the pro- 
p:r fubjeét of reward and punifhment. 

(To be continued. ) 
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A Tour through feveral of the Midland and Weftern Departments of 
. France, inthe Months of ‘Fune, Fuly, Auguft, and September, 1802, 
with Remarks on the Manners, Cuftoms, and Agriculture of the 
Country. By the Rev. W. Hughes. 8vo. Pp. 246. 6s. 
Oftell. 1803. | 


hy VERY book which tends to convey true and ju/f? information 

re{pecting the actual ftate of France, mutt be confidered as 

forming an acceptable addition to our general ftock of ufeful know- 

ledge ; but we have to lament that hitherto the tafk of conveying 

fuch information has not been undertaken by any one (as far as we 

know) who knew that country in a priftine ftate, and who, from 
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fuch knowledge, would be enabled to direct his inquiries with better 
eff. &, and to give a comparative view, of a nature highly interefting, 
inftrutive, and important. The intelligence which Mrs Hughes 
attempts to communicate to his readers has little to recommend it 
either from its novelty or its uf:fulnefs ; it contains little to amufe 
and fiill lefs to inftru& ; and it is fo enveloped in affectation and 


felf-confequence, as to be extremely offenfive and difgufting. The 


pert flippancy of the author’s {tile, contrafted with his dogmatical 
tone of decifion, exhibits a ftrange mixture, that might indeed excite 
a laugh, if all propenfity.to mirth were not forcibly reftrained by in- 
dignation, at a perpetual recurrence of ignorance, vanity, mifrepre- 
fentation, and injultice. 

The firft inftance of mifreprefentation and injuftice occurs in the 
defcription of the firft town reached by Mr. H. on the coaft of France. 
Dieppe, he defcribes, and we dare fay with great truth, as the moft 
miferable of all miferable places ; ‘* Spiders,” he fays, *‘ and vermin 
of a hundred different forts, have tenanted, undifturbed, every corner ; 
and the accumulated filth of generations, long fince mouldering in 
the dift, almoft renders the glafs impervious: in fhort, the teuf- 
enfemble is poverty in the extreme.” But left any one fhould be led 
from this horrid picture to deduce any confequences unfavourable to 
the revolution, he immediately affures us, with a confidence uni- 
formly dilplayed in exa& proportion to his own ignorance of the 
fubject, that ‘* to account for all this, we muft look to a higher 
fource than the revolution. It is, by no means, the effect of any 
thing modern,; it 1s the refult of abufes which flourifhed under the 
Bourbons ; but, for the oppreffions of the antient government, there 
is no reafon to be affigned why an Englifh port fhould bear the afpect 
of comfort, a French port the afpe& of mifery.” What thefe abufes, 
and thefe oppreflions were, which rendered the inhabitants of Dieppe fo 
filthy and fqualid in their habitations, this infe//igent traveller has left 
us to conjedinre, It might have occurred, we fhould think, to a lefs 
confident writer than Mr. H. that the abufes and oppreffions of the 
laft twelve years were as well calculated to check the fpirit of com- 
mercial enterprizé, 16 deftroy all habits of induftry, and to palfy the 
exertions of the people in every refpe&, as any abufes or oppreflions 
which could have exifted before. But to put an end to his ingeniows 
hypothefis by a plain matter of faé&t, we can affure him, that in the 
year 1786, when one of the Bourbons occupied the throne of France, 
the town of Dieppe exhibited a very different appearance to that 
which is here given of it ; the place itfelf was (with an exception as 
to one particular) as neat and clean a fea-port as we recolle& to have 
feen in France, and the epfpreffed inhabitants were as gay, lively, and 
contented, as any race of beings with whom we ever ‘affociated or 
converfed. We were forry to find this fame fpirit of mifreprefenta- 
tion pervading the greater part of the book ; and a conftant effort on 


the part of the author to juftify the regicides at the expence of their 


fovereign. 
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fovereign. Rouen, if his defcription of it be accurate, is nearly as 
much altered as Dieppe. 

. Mr. H. juftifies the plunder of the Church, and though a prieft 
himfelf, feems to think the robbery of ecclefiaftics no crime. | If 
he had condefcended to point out the difference between the validity 
of lay property, and that of church property, he would, at leaft, have 
acted more confiftently, than by a gratuitous juftification of plunder, 
en the jacobinical plea, urged in the language of Golden Lane, (ore 
fubjeét of his elegant comparifons) in which he appears to be a pro- 
ficient; that the property fo feized was that ‘of which quaking 
guilt and credulity had béen gulled.” It is but juftice, however, to 
obferve, that with all this prejudice againft ecclefiaftical eflablifh- 
ments of every defcription, and with all his malevolent invectives 
againft the Roman Catholic clergy, he decidedly prefers the aves of 
popery, as he calis the French before the revolution, to the /laves of 
the philofophers as he terms them fince that epoch. 


«< The Frenchmen, as long as the Ancien Regime endured, were men of 
gentlenefs and urbanity—from the moment they fell into the hands of the 
modern fage philofophers they became dzemons—flaves of popery : many 
an amiable virtue endeared them to furrounding nations, and prompted the 
figh as often as their degradation became the {ybject of reflection—the 
flaves of the philofophers, not a felitary qualification remained, to fofien 
the thade of the enormities they hourly perpetrated—from ebjecis of pity, 
they became the objeéis of univerfal hatred and deteliation, Humanity ts 
indeed retu:ning—order and decency degin to raile their perfecuted heads 
again; in-the provinces they will flourith with recryited vigour. At Rouen © 
it will be long ere the happy change takes place; the prefent generation 
mult firit wear away.” . 


5 


And again, | 
“ As might be expected, the difpofition of the inferior orders has been 


but little meliorated by the revolution: the pis and prepofierous no- 
tions of equality with which the abettors of anarchy and deipotifm. com- 
bined to din their ears, have completely poifoned the antient French mild- 
nefs and urbanity, and their rudenels and incivility are intolerably offen- 


five.” 


As confiftency, howeyer, is not an indifpenfible qualification in 
a modern tourift, any more than in a modern philofopher, we find, 
though humanity was only returning in Fune, when Mr. H. began 
his tour, that order and decency were then only beginning to raife their 
perfecuted heads, and though, at a fubfequent period, even the om 
tient French mildne/s and urbanily were completely poifoned, yet before 
the completion of his philofophical excurfion in September, fuch 
was the rapidity of their progrefs, that they had totally recovered 
their health, had aétually eftablifhed their reign, and were in poffef. 
fion of plenary power. 


“« The French are, upon the whole, an amiable people—there is an, ur- 


banity—a good nature—a readinefs to oblige which is highly interefting-— 
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politenefs and fuavity of manners, in other countries confined to the ele¢ 
vated, ranks of life, here pervade, with few exceptions only, every fituas 
tion, every profeilion—they are mild and gentle—affable and eafy—as de- 
firous to pleafe asto be pleated. I know, that what we call excess of civi- 
lity, becaufé we are rather unacculiomed to it, throws a doubtful caft upon 
their candour—our cunning trading fpirit, which judges every man by it- 
felf,,and fulpects ihe generohty, to which we are ficangers, to be nothing 
els ppnprepcs cunning fill, attributes their guiltlefs honefty to infincerity, 
to Fretich folitesse—eve: y profeliion is Aalaver, the mere empty breath of 
compliment, which will expire in froth and fmoke. For my part, I mutt 
enter my moft folenin prote!t againft fech a conftru@ion of their polifhed 
civility—it is a calumny as groundlefs as it is injurious and unjuft.” 


It is:a pity the author did not give us fome account of the won- 
derful: procefs by which daemons are.thus fpeedily converted into fo- 
cial angels. } But. all this is mere harmleis. folly compared with the 
mifchievous fpirit which occafionally difplays itfelt in fome parts of 
his book, One inftance will fuffice ; Jet our readers recolle& that 
it is the Reverend W. Hughes who fpeaks. The fubjec& is the pro- 
fligacy that prevails jn manufacturing towns. 


“ What are the antidotes by which the poifon is to be corrected?) We 
anfwer, complete religious liberty.  Legiflators have enacted pains and 
penalties for this and the other irregularity and vice ; and what has been 
the effect? Nothing.—Abfolutel; nothing. Well then—if the (ecular 
Aaron cannot preferve the morals of the people from contamination, let 
thein try what religion will do; for in vain do they attempt to make good 
citizens without it—Let them give equal countenance to as many as are 
difpofed to enter the abodes of iqualid wretchednels to attack vice, even 
in its feat of empire—to warn the thoughtlefs, to confirm the wavering, to 
reclaim the wandercr, to edify the virtuous; in a word, to plant the feeds 
of moral purity in the heart, and cherifh them by the ‘anctions of the New 
Teftament.—I fay equal countenance, for every man has an equal right to 
form his creed for-himfelt, and confequently an equal right to the protec- 
tion of the law.—If my principles make me a good citizen, the fecular arm 
has nothing to do with me but to animate and encourage me in the profe- 
cution of them. »Aslong as | am taught by them to demear myieli peace- 
ably and orderly, and to fet an example of focial virtue to the furrounding 
community, | have unqueflionably a right to fpeculate upon abfiract points 
as I pleafe, and to get to heaven my own way; and if my fpeculations, no 
matter how ablfurd, are attended with the effect of fnatching the vicious 
from their crimes, and reducing dilorder to temperance and fobriety, I merit 
the applaufe, not the perfecution of the government, beneath which I live. 
I will not fay, that the eftablithed pri¢it of the country cannot check the pros 
grefs of vice as well as another, but I will fay that others are far more likely 
to“do it: no man bears confiraint without writhing—from the moment you 
tell me that I muft believe as the cheriihed fervant of the ftate pretcribes, 
and reckon upon its protection and favour, but, as ] obey him, from that 
moment I liften to his inftructions with fafpicion; 1 confider him as an 
direling, and his docirines as ultimately contrived, not for my edification, 
but for the confolidation of your empire over me—of courfe the impreilion 
made upon my mind is faint and tranfient—the moft impatlioned pertuafion 

melt; 
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melts me not—the moft terrific denunciations affright me not: in fhort, L 
mult be won by one who comes forward as my beloved Matter did—whofe 
principles are Siliaterelied=-mhole sole object is my edification and eternal 
happinels. ‘This is the man who mult reclaim the vicious herds which the 
manufactories ailemble together—who mutt arreft them in their career. of 
vice—humanize the favaye and reduce him to the orderly difcipline of the 
New Tefiament: within thefe forty years paft, we have leen more accoms 

lithed in the work of public reformation by the efforts of two junaided 
individuals only, than by thole of a whole hierarchy combined. In our 
late troubles, we have feen alfo that the exertions of one refpeCed indi- 
vidual only,* an individual on whom ‘the imiles of favour never fell; nay, 
who was brow-beateh and deprelied—could refirain the fierce impetuolity 
of the IJrith hordes atiembled in the metropolis, and do more towards pre- 
ferving public peace and public order, than legions of ecclefiafiics who had 
never given proof of their fincerity. The conclufion is, evident: let_as 
many as are difpofed to undertake the work-divine of inftruCting the igno- 
rant, be animated to iti—let not their pious zeal be quenched by the frowns 
of authority, nor tlie effect of the New Tellament be anticipated by com- 
pelling us to accept it in a mode at which nature revolts.” 


Here Mr. H. betrays alike, an ignorance of the do&rines of the 
New Teftament,:and a contempt of the fpirit which it inculcates, 
If every man have a right to form a creed for himfelf, it neceflarily 
follows that, God had either no right to form a creed for him, or that 
he never exercifed that right. Uufortunately for the pofition of this 
vain, ignorant, and prefumptuous man, God chules to be worfhipped 
in his own way, and has revealed to his creatures the way in whicly 
he will be worthipped ; any deviation from which is an aé of dif- 
obedience to him. Is this reverend gentleman to learn that the /a- 
bourer is worthy of his hire; .and is he who receives, that hire to be 
branded with the ignominious appellation of ireling, and to be re- 
prefented as an impoftor? In what part of the New Te/lament does 
Mr. H. find a fanétion for fuch monftrous doétrine? As tothe Bridle 
he feems to make no account of it, for he talks of the New Te/fta-, 
ment exclufively as if the one were at variance with the other, the 
Jaw with the gofpel. From this circumftance, and from his earnelt 
recommendation to turn unlicenfed fhepherds into the Chriftian folds, 
we are led to fufpect, that our author is fome itinerant preacher, or 
ria fome ftationary exhorter in the purlieus of Golden Lane. 

e fuppofe the two unaided individuals to whofe fuperiority over 
the whole hierarchy, in the tafk of reformation, he gives ‘his de- 
cided teftimony, are Meflrs. Whitfield and Wefley’; and we marvel 
much that he negle€ted to complete a hopeful trio, by the addition’of 
Mr, Rowland Hill, their worthy co-adjutor in the pious work of 
{chifm. 

In paffing through a part of La Vendée, the author takes occafion 
to vent his democratic {pleen again{ft the French royalifts, and to 
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difplay his inveterate prejudice in favour of the republicans. The 
former he reprefents as a mercilefs horde of affaflins, dealing deftruc- 
tion around them with indifcriminate fury, not being aware that 
there are authentic records in exiftence which belie his affertions on 
this fubjeé as qn many others. His imputation of perjury (p. 70-) 
to Louis 16th, is a bafe and cowardly attempt to afperfe the charac- 
ter of an unhappy prince, whofe innocence and whole virtue are, 
almoft univerfally, acknowledged, by the French republicans them- 
felves, But we cannot wonder at any calumny from a man who 
reviles our ecclefiaftical eftablifhment, who reprefents our marriage 
ceremony as. ‘¢ the abfolutely indecent forms of the Church of Eng- 
land,” and reprobates it as ridiculous and offenfive, and who can 

vely affert, that ‘ France demonfirated net only a difpofition to 
fign treaties, but to be bond fide at peace,” while we difplayed ‘all 
the unabating rancorous hoftility of a€tual warfare.” It were> an 
endlefs tafk indeed to point out all the objetionable paffages, all the 
Joofe fentiments, and all the mifchievous principles which are plen- 
tifully fcattered through this motley compofition. 

The laft pages of the book are evidently written with more care 
and correéthels than any other part ; indeed the difference is fo ftrik- 
ing, that they fcarcely appear to be the work of the fame hand. 
They relate to the ftate of agriculture in France, refpecting which, 
however, they afford very little information. that is new. After 
drawing’a picture of France, the moft flattering and inviting that 
can be, though certainly not the moft correé and true, in which the 
exemption from tythes and poor-rates conftitute the permanent fea- 
‘tures ; and after ufing every argument that could induce a man to 
emigrate to that country, he adds one potent diffuafive from emigra- 
tion, which, as it forms almoft the only paflage in his book, that 
can be quoted for the purpofe of commendation, we fhall extract. 


“ What is the inference from all this? that France is the more eligible 
country in which to fix our abode ?—Unqueftionably not—the country 1s 
fine—the climate is dele@table and falubrious—the people are gentle, atlec- 
tionate, antiaBle—plenty abounds—taxation is eafy—and neither tythes, 
‘poor-rates, nor church-rates are exaéted ; and, to crown the whoie, every 
man ferves his maker according to the diétates of his own confcience, with- 
out ty, and without fear—what then do you want more you will fay? 
—why, only one little circumfiance more, which gives zeft to every advan- 
tage, and, without which, all that we can poflefs is nothing—a circumftance 
which Britain proudly boafis, and which, I truft, it will boaft till time {hall 
be no more—a circumi{tance which has given it commerce, trade, manu fac- 
tures, and will maintain them in their envied pre-eminence as long as it 
fhall Jaft. ‘While the fword peaceably refts in the fcabbard, the valetudj- 
arian weep fork. within the precinéts of the republic, the health which the 
and the intemperance of his native ifle have impaired—the man of 
{cience and obfervation may go thither to improve his tafte by ftudying the 
remains of accomplifhed antiquity—and,.he who courts relaxation, may 
amufe himfelf with novelty and variety, and circulate a few of his fuper- 
fluous guineas ;—but, he who is determined at all events, be {he conte- 
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quence what it may, to canvals all the proceedings of the political circles— 
to cavil at every thing-he does not approve or comprehend, and found the 
whoop of tyranny and oppreilion as often as the exigencies of the trate de- 
mand iupplies, had better ttay at home—France is not the country in which 
freedom of ipeech is tolerated; one fovereign ipecitic cures all cu: iolity— 
huthes all grumbling—tilences every complaint. Law is reduced within a 
very {mall compais ; there is no need theie of “ Statutes Abridged ;” Sic 
Volo of the Grand Conful has power to folve all difficulties—to quiet all the 
qualms of judge and jury—to conititute right or wrong; under a military 
government, perfon and property are held in a fort of valialage, and, as 
often as the one or the other are (is) convenient to the haughty tyrant, who 
fits exalted upon the thoulders of the crouching mu!titude; the prayers, the 
tears of the widow and the fatherlefs become intigmficant as the drops of 
the morning, or the tighing of the breeze; nay, thouid thole haplets un- 
fortunates, preluming upon the righteou(nels of their cauie, dare to become 
fulky, or clamorous—though there be no batiile wherein to encage them 
till they have learnt not to trouble their fuperiors with their idle and ime 
pertinent wrongs, yet there are other modes of reducing clampur to taci- 
turnity equally effectual athand. He, therefore; who tets a value propor- 
tioned ta its worth upon the fyftem of rights which his forefathers nobl 
wrefted from a tyrant’s hand—who defies even power to wrong him tll his 
peers have given it leave—who can neither be taxed nor judged but by his 
s—who glories in a conftitution to which the prince and tlie peaiant 
are equally amenable, will never think of bartering privileges like thete 
for aught the Continent tan give him. What matters it that I can pur- 
chafe lands cheaply as above ttated—that my hufbandmen toil for tenspence 
per day—that provifions are 50 per cent. lower than in Britain—that 
taxation is eaty—church-rafes and tythes gone to their own place—and the 
r maintained as they ought to be—if I have no jecurity trom injury——if 
i dare not exert the privilege which the God of nature gave me—if the 
breath of a tyrant may annihilate my fortune in a moment—reduce me to 
beggary, confine me in a dungeon where my complaints cannot be heard, 
or fend me acrofs the Atlantic to delve in the bogs and moratles of Cay- 
enne ?—All, all I poflefs befides is nothing—it is fecurity, the darling of my 
foul, which renders what I attain worth enjoying:—take from me my fecu- 
rity, and you deprive me-of that which és more valuable than my lile—it is 
fecurity which gives the {pur to my indutiry—it is fecurity which cherifhes 
the adventurous f{pirit of commerce—it is fecurity which enables me to 
‘look forward to old age with cheertulnefs and hope—and if I mutt refign 
my fecurity | would as foon live in awe of the bow-ftring as of the guillo- 
tine. What is it that has introduced fo many valuab'e arts and manufac- 
tures into Britain?—Security. What is it even now which here gathers 
together as in one focus, men of fcience and experiment from every: aivi- 
lized region of the earth ?—Security. Why do they fix upon Britain rather 
than their native countries, for developing their difcove:ies?—Beeanle im 
Britain only can they reap in fecurity the reward of their ‘labours :'and 
while fecurity fhall be extended as hitherto, to perion and property—wiiile 
fortune and life are held not of the capricious will of a depot, but of the 
will of a nation, generous and juft, though fometimes the dupe of accom- 
lifhed craft, France will in vain endeayour to enter into competition with 
it.—It may fpread abroad all its allurements—it may lay every 1 {ible re- 
firaint upon Britith merchandize, and endeavour to feduce its mapuleciurers 
from 
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from the comfort. and luxury in which they live—but in vain—till it offers 
them a government a-kin to the Britith—till the torpifying influence of def+ 
potilm ceafes to palfy and to affright exertion, it mufi be content to move 
on as it has done, and hold its {ceptre over a herd of impoverifhed tlaves ! 
Britons will turn away from the gilded bait, nor facrifice the folid realities 
they potlefs to any Utopian vifions with which French philofophy may ens 
deavour to boguile them.” ' 


Mr. H. has ridiculoufly interlarded his narrative with {craps of 
French, evidently for no other purpofe than that of difplaying his 
knowledge of the language ; unfortunately for him, however, they 
only ferve to place his ignorance in a ftronger point of view. For 
the rules of orthography and grammar he betrays as fovereign a con- 
tempt, as for eftablifhments and creeds. Ex, Grat.—‘* Aubugifle”’ 
(aubergifte)—** Captaine” (Capitaine)—** enguietude” (inquietude)— 
** bon bierre” (bonne)—** charetes” (charettes)—** St. Owen” (St. 
Ouen)—** Lifeux’’ (Lisieux )—** fabrequants” (fabriquants)—“ chief 
a’ ouvre’’ (chef d’ceuvre)—* paulard” (péulard)—*‘ roturieu’’ (rotu- 
rier)—** reflorateurs” (reftaurateurs).—We fhall clofe our notice of 
this contémptible work with two other inftances of ignorance, of a 
different defcription from the above.—P. 143 we are told, that a bill 
of fare with the prices annexed to each article is ** a convenience 
which London cannot boaft;” though it is to be found in almoft 
every profefled eating-houfe in the metropolis. And in p. 159, we 
Jearn, for the firft time, ‘* that, at Orleans, the Britifh name was 
tarnifhed with indelible difgrace by the infamous deftruction of the 
female enthufiaft, Joan of Arc, who, being taken prifoner, was 
burnt in the Market-place.” We really thought that the Maid of 
Orleans had fuffered death at Rouen, and that her ftatue was erected 
in the Marché aux Veaux in that city, though as Mr. H. has given 
fo minute a defcription of the capital of Normandy, without noticing 
the circumftance, we mutt fuppofe that our eyes deceived us, and that 
all former hiftorians, Englifh and French, were miftaken in their 
narrative of that memorable fact. 





-" 


Prafical Sermons on feveral important Sulje&s. By the Rev. Theo- 
con St. John, L.L.B. 8vo. Vernor and Hood. 6s. 6d. 
rds. 1803. 


RE prefs feems to be more employed in the printing of fermons 
than of any other productions. Some men become authors 
through neceflity, fome through perfuafion of friends, and many, no 
goubt, in the hope of thereby benefitting mankind. ‘Ihofe who are 
influenced by the laft motive, when they unite judgment with talents, 
are entitled to, and fhall receive, our approbation. But fuch an 
union is rare: we in vain look for it in the generality of the dif- 
courles which come under our infpe&tion. When a clergyman fits 
down to compofe a férmon, he fhould be fure that his an oi 
‘Structive 
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ftructive and interefting. He fhould then felect fuch arguments as 
will be beit underftood, and moft readily applied; and fhould, in the 
conclution of his difcourie, imprefs them itrongly upon his hearers. 
Here he mutt be eloquent, if he would be ufeful. Turn to the com- 
ofitions of Demoftiuenes and Cicero, and you fee, in their perora- 
tions, the higheft exertions of gemus. Look into the ak Sr fer- 
mons, where you might expect (the fubjects being of the laft import- 
ance to the hearers) an addrefs to the affections as powerful, and an 
appeal to the hearers as perfuafive, as are to be found either in the 
orations of the Grecian or Roman orators, and what do you difco- 
ver ?— Ihe preacher, betore he comes to this part of his diicourfe, Is 
generally exhaulted, He fets before you, often with perfpicuity and 
torce, his arguments in the illuftration and fupport of his fubject, 
and then appears to think that his purpofe is aniwered. But does he 
not deceive himieli? The underttandings of his hearers, if they 
have attended to his reafoning, may be convinced ; but it is more than 
probable, that the:r hearts remain all the while cold and unaffected. 

We have been led into thefe reflections by a perufal of the fermons 
betore us, in number twenty-fix, The author modeftiy entreats his 
readers to coniider them “ as fermons calculated tor a popular audi- 
tory, fuch as a clergyman, ardently delirous of doing good, would 
write for the ufe of bis congregation, without an intention of their 
being ever read; atid which, when they have been preached, are to 
be depotited in his ftudy. Haviog no motive but utility in their pub- 
lication, he deprecates the feverity and folicits the candour ot his 
readers.” 

«¢ The eloquence of the pulpit,” fays Dr. Blair, in his admirable 
lecture on this fubject, ** muft be popular eloquence. One of the 
firft qualities of preaching is, in the true fenfe of the word, to be po- 
pular; calculated to make impreflion on the people, and to feize their 
hearts.” ‘The author of thefe valuable fermons feems to have been 
actuated by this conviction. He has net confidered bow much he 
could fay on every fubject on which he expatiates, but only what he 
could fay mof? effectually. In his hiftorical difcourfes, he is correct 
and interefting ; in his moral, practical and perfualive ; in his doc- 
trinal, where he fhews himfelf fincerely attached to the church, or- 
thodox and convincing. 

We might inftance in all thefe cafes from the volume before us; 
but, for the fake of brevity, we fhall content ourfelves with pro 
ducing a {pecimen of our author’s orthodoxy and argumentative pow- 
ers, by an extract from the eleventh fermon; in which he oppofes 
his reatonings to the falfe notions of certain enthufiafts on the doc- 
trine of ** Regeneration,” and plainly thews that the words ** King- 
dom of God,” in John iii. 3. do not mean a future ftate of blifs, but 
the {tate of the Gofpel upon earth, 


« The clergy,” he fays, “ are very often, and I believe, in general, 
yery unjufily, gharged with delivering in the pulpit, doctrines different 
| from 
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from thofe contained in the Prayer Book. Look, I befeech you, into the 
Office of Baptifm, and» convince yourfeives whether our Church, by the 
new birth, does not mean our admiflion into the profeflion of Chyftianity. 
It is faid, furely not in a Chriftian fpirit, that the clergy, not having re- 
ceived the Holy Ghoft, cannot judge rightly on the fubject. So that it 
feems an ignorant machine is enabled, by the minifiration of the {pirit, to 
deliver dotirines diametrically oppotite to thofe revealéd by our Lord and 
Saviour Jelus Chrift. But do you think [that} this divine law-giver would 
have aéted with the wifdom of a human legiflator, if he had delivered a 
code of laws, and commanded us to read in order to underfland them ; 
when at the fame time he had locked up our underfiandings fo impene- 
trably, that they thould be no better to us than a fealed book, unlefs he 
opened them with his Holy Spirit—a blefling not attending either fevere 
ftudy or upright condud, but given in a manner equally whimfical and ex- 
travagant /. 

* But as we are faid ‘ to be led by the fpirit, and that the {pirit of God 
dwells in our hearts by faith,’ it may be thought that fomething more is 
meant than merely leading a new life: to which it may be anfwered, that 
every man who. defires the falvation of his foul will receive the afliftance 
of the Spirit of God, and will daily qualify his heart more aud more for 
the reception and abiding of God’s Holy Spirit: he will pray, and his 
prayers will be heard and granted, that * God will put a new f{pirit within 
vim; that he will take the flony heart out of his fleth, to the end that he 
may walk in God’s fiatutes, and keep his ordinances and do them; that he 
may be his child, and that God may be his God.’ In defeending into him- 
telt, if he find his difpofition to be perverfe, he immediately fets himfelf to 
correct it; ifhe be obftinate, peevith, fullen, cenforious, malicious, paf- 
fionate, covetous, inflexible, he has the aflurance of the Gofpel, that whilft 
he indulges {uch a temper, he cannot be a child of God, and that God can- 
not inbabit fuch a polluted breait. He therefore ‘ brings forth the fruits 
of the {pirit, love, joy, peace, long fuffering, gentlene!s, goodnefs, faith, 
meeknels, temperance,” Thus living under the influence of the Gofpel, a 
new turn is given to the current of his thoughts, new affections are railed 
in his mind, and the paflions of ‘his heart are determined and regulated in 
another and a better manner. Call {uch ar one, if you pleafe, regenerate 
aud born again, I only fay, you ufe the terms improperly :— the Scriptures 
fiyle Barnabas, who was ‘ full of the Holy Gholt, @ good man.’ And in- 
deed there is a tirong oBjeétion againft addrefling individuals or affemblies 
under the titles of believers, faints, regenerate, the called; fuch diftinc- 
tions having a natural tendency to infpire human nature with rigour, fingu- 
Jarity, uncharitablene(s, and-fpiritual pride—the very vices [which] we are 
to renounce before we can derive any benefits from the dilpenfation of the 
Golpel; or in the words of the text, before we can ‘ fee the kingdom of 
God.’ That you have the Spirit of God give this evidence—go on from 
one degree of excellence to another, and die daily unt6 fin, and live unto 
righteoulnels.” Pp. 164—167. wd 


But it is by exerting his powers of perfuafion that this writer 
claims our -particular notice and regard. The conclufion, which 
ufually confiits of a third of the difcourte, is vehement and energetic ; 
after which he often adds a fhort, but pious and impreffive prayer, — 

That our readers may judge for themfelves, more efpecially of the 

preacher’s 
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preacher's excellence in his pererations, we will give an extract from 
the fermon ‘* on the devout obfervance of the Lord’s day,” which 


is perhaps, on the whole, the moft u/feful, if not the moft eloquent, 
compofition, 


« Let me appeal,” fays he, “ to the man who fometimes attends the 
fervice of the church, and atk him whether there is not more fatisfaétion 
in publicly confefling his. fins, and begging pardon for them—though he 
may not, and fuch an one cannot feel a real vital {pirit of piety—than in re~ 
maining at home in indolence, or wandering abroad ‘ feeking reft and 
finding none,’ or partaking of pleafure which is attended with painfulnels 
in the purfuit, with difappointment in the poffelfion, and with remorfe in 
the reflection? Let me appeal to the man, who ‘ keeps not the fabbath 
from polluting it,’ and afk him, ifthe Lord’s day be an emblem of heaven, 
if it be defigned to prepare him for the celebration of an everlafting fab- 
bath, what pleafure he is to expect in the unceafing adoration of God, 
who cannot beftow a few hours, on the return of every feventh day, upon 
his Maker and Redeemer? Or if he hath fo much the appearance of reli- 
gion as to attend public worfhip, yet cannot devote any part of the re- 
mainder of the day to ferious meditation, private prayer, and the acquifi- 
tion of that knowledge which will make him wile unto falvation, but 
{pends it ¢ither liftlefs and indolent, or in the fatigues of bufinefs, or the 
amufements of company? Could it be fuppofed that fuch a man had re+ 
ceived an exprefs command from God to‘ eileem the fabbath a delight, 
the holy of the Lord, honourable, and to honour it by refraining to do his 
own ways, to find his own pleafure, or to fpeak his own words?’ Could 
it be fuppofed that fuch an one put in a claim to the happinefs of ferv- 
ing God for ever and ever? How natural it feems, that, on the retarn of. 
every feventh day, the poor fhould aflemble at the houfe of God to beg his 
blefling and protection, to deplore their offences and tran{greffions, and to 
return thanks for the health, and firength, and employment affurded them, 
by which they are enabled to fupport them/elves and their families! that 
the remaining part of the day fhould be employed in reflecting on their 
condition, and preparing for fiate where virtue will be triumphant, 
and piety ennobled; for that ftate, where all diftin@ions, but thofe of re- 
ligion, ceafe for ever! How natural that the rich thould teitify their fenfe 
of God’s goodnefs, by aflembling with thofe to whom Providence hath ce 
nied fo large a fhare of worldly comforts, and that they fhould not fuffer 
their attendance on public worthip to be interrupted, as we too frequently 
fee, by an excarfion of pleafure, an engagement of bufinefs, or a vifit of 
ceremony! Their example to fociety, and gratitude to God demand of 
them a very different obfervance of the Lord’s day. He who inftituted it 
for his honour and our benefit, he it is to whom they are indebted for the 
means of pleafure, the avocations of bufinefs, the diftin@ions of ceremo- 
ny—and Ought engagements, fuch as thefe, to take place of his honour, 
and to fuperfede his worfhip? ‘ Do ye thus requite the Lord?’ How na- 
tural, that the opportunities of happinefs which are fo kindly put into your 
hands fhould be improved to your eternal falvation ! 

“ Let us all be perfuaded, my brethren, henceforth fo ‘ hallow the 
fabbath,’ to ceafe on that day from ‘ doing our own ways, feeking our own 
pleafure, or fpeaking our own words,’ but let us delight ourfelves in the 
worthip and fervice of God; let us, on that day, particularly, ‘ call our 
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ways (o remembrance,’ examining with ftri@ impartiality, and fevere af 
tention, whether the day which was intended to promote, above all others, 
our future welfare, hath not often been converted to the purpofes of torpid 
indolence, or licentious pleafure: Let the many fatal examples of thole, 
whole career in wickedne s was commenced by profaning the fabbath, and 
terminated by an untimely death, warn every father and‘every malier of a 
family, lett the unhappy end of his children, or of any part of his houfe- 
vhold, thould rack him with the reflection, that, either feduced by his ex- 
ample, or encouraged by his connivance to profane the Lord’s day, the 
uilt they incur, the punifhment they may fuffer, thould be owing to him- 
lf And let us often anticipate the awful hour when we thall lie on the 
bed of death, an inhabitant, [inhabitants] as it were, of both worlds; whe- 
ther we fhall be diilrated with terror, warning, befeeching, conjpring 
our affembled family, [families] not to {pend the fabbath in the manner we 
have fpetit it; or whether, looking upon death without affright and amaze- 
ment, we can exhort them, as we have done, to ‘ do likewife;’ exprefling 
humble hopes, that, after having pafled oar fabbaths in the congregations 
of men on earth, we thall {oon be admitted, through the merits and fatis- 
faction of Jefus Chrift, to celebrate an eternal fabbath with faints and an- 
gels in heaven.” P. 59, &c. 


We are unwilling to clofe this article without another excerpt, 
which fhall be from the fermon ** on the lofs of the Soul.” 


“ Let us bring the awful fubje& ftill nearer; let us fuppofe that we 
who are here aflembled are the only people upon earth; that this temple is 
the feat of judgment; that this day, I tremble whilit ] make the fuppofi- 
tion! is the great day, ‘in which God will judge the world in righteouf- 
nefs;’ that this is the laft hour of our lives, and the confummation of all 
things; that the heavens are opening over our heads, and that Jefus Chrift 
is appearing in all his majefty with angels and archangels; that. the laft 
trumpet is now giving the alarming fummons; and that we are attending 
to receive either the fentence of approbation, or the doom of judgment: 
on what fide {hould we each of us be placed? om the right hand, or on 
the left? amongft the theep, or the goats? How many of us would be 
called to‘join the choir of heaven? How many condemned to weeping and 
wailing in hell? ~ How many would cry, ‘Come, Lord Jefus, come quick- 
ly? vit manyymgre, I fear, would ¢ call on the mountains to fall on 
them, and the hills to cover them?’ Reprefent frequently to yourfelves 
this awful, this interefiing {cene, and you will, feel the force of our Sa- 
viour’s queftion—* What is a man profited if he fall gain the whole world 
and lofe his own foul? or what fhall a man give in exchange for his foul ?” 

“ Lord of heaven and earth, imprefs on our imaginations the awful 
feene, at which we are not to be unconcerned fpeclators. Grant, we be- 
feech thee, gracious God, when the vivifying call of the laft mot awful 
folemnity thall awaken us from the fleep of death; when the trumpet of 
the archangel fhall fummon the quick and dead of every nation, and age, 
and tongue, to give account of themfelves to God; when we {hall be 
caught up in the air, and p'aced before the throne, that tremendous throne 
from which our final fentence wil! be pronounced, [that] the voice of mer- 
cy, the gracious voice which in agonics unutterable prayed for the au- 

of them, may acquit, approve, reward us with the blifs, for which 
at 
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at thy right hand he is now interceding, that where he is there we may be 
alfo!” Pr. 133, &c. 


We ftrongly recommend this volume, as well adapted to produce 
benefit in the family, and afford entertainment in the clofet, by the 
tafte which is difplayed in it, and the eloquence which it contains. 
It confifts not, as the author very properly remarks, of flimfy decla- 
mation ; though he fometimes, we think, is rather too fond of verbi~ 
age: but the piety and the zeal, which appear throughout, compen- 
fate for thofe little defects, which the fternnefs of criticifm might oc- 
cafionally difcover, and be tempted to expofe, 
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The Hiflory of the Maroons, from their Origin to the Efablifhment of 
their Chief Tribe at Sierra, Leone: including the Expedition to Cuba, 
for the purpofe of procuring Spanifh Chaffeurs; and the State of the 
Lfland of ‘famaica for the laft ten’ Years: with a Succin@? Hiftory f 
the Ifland previous to that Period. By R.C. Dallas, Efg. 2 vol. 
Svo. 11. 1s. Longman and Rees. 1803. 


AVING been allured by this attractive title-page to an early 
perufal of Mr. Dallas’s work, we think it incumbent upon us 
not to delay our review of it, as the fubjects are very interefting to 
the public, and as whatever relates to the Weft Indies at this import- 
ant era of colonial hiftory demands immediate attention. The effects 
: of the revolutionary convulfions of Europe now continuing in horri€ 
agitation in the ifland of St. Domingo, and the improved facilities 
of intercourfe with the regions beyond the Weftern Ocean, in a man- 
ner approximate the extremes of the globe, and the mind is more ens 
gaged with the concerns and tranfactions of Trans-Atlantic iflands, 
than formerly it ufed to be with the events of a diflant country. 

The oppolition of a handful of men, inhabiting the interior of 
Jamaica, to a Britifh force almoft ten times their number, is, pers 
haps, one of the moft extraordinary paflages in the military hiftory 
of Great Britain; and the removal of the whole tribe, men, women, 
and children, from their country, a tranfportation unparalleled in the 
annals of any nation. ‘Till the year 1795 the name of Maroon had 
been little heard of. After the conqueft ot Jamaica in 1655, by Penn 
and Venables, bodies of the Spanifh Negroes fled to the mountains ¢ 
other fugitives followed the example, and in the courfe of time efta- 
blifhed themfelves, by treaties with the government, in different parts | 
of the ifland. Their freecom was acknowledged, and their con- 
nexion with the white inhabitants regulated by laws exprefsly enact- 
ed. Thefe occurrences took place nearly a century ago; the Ma- 
roons hunted the wild boar, made no progrefs in civilization, and 
were forgotten even in the ifland they inhabited, except as they oc- 
cafionally brought home runaway negroes, or affifted in quelling re- 
bellions among the flaves, In the year 1795 the alarming war, which 
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the tribe of Trelawney Maroons waged againft the government ‘in 
Jamaica, awakened the attention of this country, and of the parlia-: 
ment. ‘The juttice of the war, and the nature of the “warfare, be- 
came the fubjccis of converfation, and of parliamentary enquiry. It 
created a lively intereft, but the more important events of that period 
rifing daily, clofe upon our fhores, engaged the public mind; the 
fate of Europe abforbed the diftant and petty concerns of the Trelaw- 
ney mountains; the paflions were all employed on the eaft, and on 
the fouth, and curiofity itfelf was fated with the magnitude of its 
Gallic aliments. An obfervation that brings to our mind the opening 
of Mr. Dallas’s preface, which fo elegantly comprefles into two 
pages fome of the grandeft features of the French revolution, that 
we catinot refrain from prefenting it to our readers as a beautiful 


paflage. 


* The magnitude of the objeéts which have engaged the attention of the 
world during the laft thirteen years; the revolution of empires, the de- 
firuciion of fates, the extinction of whole claffes of men, the alteration of 
eftablithed cuftoms, the {acrifice of millions of lives, the general convul- 
fions throughout the earth, the terrific though unavailing ambition of gro- 
veling upftarts, the unnatural policy and feeble efforts of the moft power- 
ful governments, the wonderful exploits of Britifh arms in every quarter of 
the globe; the return of France to abfolute authority, and the extraordi- 
nary feats and good fortune of the man who, big with the intent of Cafar 
croffing the Rubicon at the head of the flower of the Roman armies, crofled 
the Mediterranean without a foldier, and feized upon the empire; have 
accufiomed the minds of men to gigantic contemplations. We have feen 
a pious and beneficent monarch perith on a fcaffold; another, virtuous, ar- 
dent, and heroic, publicly aflaflinated; a third, privately put to death;.a 
fourth and fifth, chafed from their capitals; and a fovereign pontiff torn 
from St. Peter’s chair, hurried into foreign lands, and dying in captivity ; 
a Queen, bereft of her crown, thruft in tatters into a common jail amongtt 
the vileft of criminals, kept awhile alive on the forrieft food, and at laft, 
with an heroic firmnefs becoming a Queen, yielding her life fo the public 
infirument of execution. We have feen a chain of oppofed armies ex- 
tending from the north to the fouth of Europe; the navy of a fmall ifland 
blockadingalk the ports of all the maritime powers; a Ruflian ifluing from 
his fiozen region, chafing victorious armies before him through Italy, and 
fcowering the Alps; and an Englithman blowing up navies, one after the 
other, beneath the line and at the pole; in fine, we have feen all the paf- 
fions in a tempefl, and nature herielf ftruggling againft the chaos which 
threatened her very exiftence. But the contemplation of fiupendous ob- 
jects, far fiom difqualifying the mind for the relifh of le{s extenfive views, 

eightens its fatisfaction in them, as the eye, after poring over the .un- 
eae expanfe ui the ocean, is relieved and delighted by a ftreamlet and 
a dell. 


It was not indeed wholly owing to the gigantic contemplations 
here fketched, that the fubject of the Maroon war was fo fuddenly 
and fo readily dropped, but attention thus occupied was eafily with- 
drawn from it, A haity narrative was published at the time by Mr. 

Edwards, 
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Pdwards, and the public might think that the whole had been before 
them; and were it not for the prefent work, this. fingular portion of 
hiftory feemed doomed to oblivion.- We congratulate our readers 
that it has been fnatched from that fate by a pen able to give it its 
due intereft, and which its guide in this inftance, as well as on former 
occafions, has employed in the caufe of truth, virtue, and religion. 

We find by the Preface, that the authorities for the faéts and tranf- 
actions, related by the author, are of the moft indubitable kind, taken 
not only from.-the teftimony of men who were perfonally engaged in 
them, but from the laws and legiflative records of the. country. Al- 
though the hiftory of the Maroons is the chief fubject, the fcope of 
the work embraces all the topics relative to the ifland of Jamaica, 
and we fhall give a fhoit analyfis of it before we proceed to obferva- 
tions on particular parts. 

The origin, wars, and tranfportation of the Maroons occupy the 
greater part of the volumes ; but to ufe the author’s words; ** the fi- 
tuation of Jamaica, at the breaking-out of the French revolution, its 
agriculture, commerce, population, force, and the ftate of flavery at 
that period ; a hiftory of the Maroons from their origin to the ex- 
pulfion.of the aan aaa of them, their banifhment to Nova Scotia, 


and fubfequent removal to the coaft of Africa; the fituation of Ja- 
maica at the conclufion of the war between Great Britain and France, 
and the confideration of a plan for the future protection, fecurity, 


and profpérity of the ifland,” are the fubjects treated in the work.— 
It is divided into letters, the author having rather prudifhly obferved 
in his preface, that ‘* though his tafk was of an hiftorical nature, he 
was ready to perfuade himfelf it was one that did not require all the 
dignity of hiftory, and glad to take fhelter under the eafe and fami- 
liarity of epiftolary writing.” There are twenty-one letters: the 
firft is introductory, and gives an account of the profperity, agricul- 


ture, trade, population, and military force of Jamaica, and the ftate 


of flavery in that ifland, at the commencement of the French revo 
lution, with the relative affairs of St. Domingo. The fecond and 
third recite the origin of the Maroons, their firit wars, and the trea- 
ties entered into with them. The fourth letter contains the ac- 
count of their towns, character, cuftoms, manners, population, and 
the laws relative to them, The fifth, fixth, feventh, and eighth let- 
ters give a circumftantial hiftory of the caufes and progreffive events 
of their laft war, to the middle of December, 1795; and here the 
firtt volume concludes. The three firft letters of the fecond volume, 
being the gth, 10th, and rith of the feries, are devoted to the Cuba 
expedition, and in which the author relates the occurrences of a voy- 
age to that ifland, undertaken to procure Spanith chaffeurs and their 
dogs, and gives a defcription of thefe. In letter rath the narrative 
of the Maroon war is refumed, and the events detailed to the termi- 
nation of it, by a treaty ertered into by General Walpole with the 
Maroons. The 13th letter relates the different opinions refpeétin 
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General Walpole’s treaty, the proceedings of the Houfe of Affemblys 


onthe conclufion of the war, and the departure of the Spanith chaf- 
feurs. The r4th, 15th, and 16ch letters treat of the tranfportation 
of the Maroons, and concurrent fubjects; their fituation and conduct 
in Nova Scotia; the meafures of the Aflembly of Jamaica, and of the 


Britifh governmenit refpecting them ; their removal to Sierra Leone, ’ 


and their prefent character: The remaining ‘letters contain the ac- 
count of Jamaica for the laitten years. The feries of political events 
is continued in the 197th. “The 18th details improvements in agri- 
culture and fugar-making, and contains a propofal for improving the 
navigatidn of the Guif of Mexico. In the 19th we have an‘account 
of the modes of awency, and the conduét of agents. ‘The 2oth ftates 
the opinions refpecting the flave-trade, and the topics relating to it; 
the prefent ftate of flavery in Jamaica; the defeSts of the colonial 
fyftem; and the fubject of religion. In the laft letter the fubje& of 
religion is continued, and plans for the further fecurity of the ifland 
fuggelted, 

Arrangement and per{picuity are the leading properties of Mr. D.’s 
narration, “Ihe origin of the Maroons is traced with great precifion, 
and a confiderable degree of intereft raifed by the account of their 
firfé wars, but thefe are comparatively abforbed when we are led on 
to confider their late aftonifhing ftruggle. Neglected by the govern- 
ment, guided by no efforts of the white inhabitants to the paths of 
civilization, end continuing to pafs their lives in a wild ftate of éx- 
iftence, it is not extraordinary that they fhould not be able to reafon 
with logical precifion, or that their underftanding fhould be~ guided 
by their wifhes. “They had formed a very warm attachment for the 
fuperintendant placed over them. He and his father had been time 
out of mind their rulers and friends, and they ina manner conceived 
the fuperintendency fixed in the family, for his fon alfo was Jooked 
upto by them. © For fome years the improvement of his private for- 
tune had engrofied the attention’ of this beloved fuperintendant, and 
he was feldom with-them. ‘che confequence of this was, fruitlefs 
complaintsand infubordination, and the government removed him and 
his fon from their offices, appointing another fuperintendant for Tre- 
Jawney Maroon Town. ‘This was not what the Maroons wanted; 
they wifhed the reinftatement of the man they loved, and being dif- 
appointed in their defire, broke out into exceffes which at length 
proceeded to acts of rebellion: they firft infulted the new fuperintend- 
ant, and at laft turned him out of their town, threatening his life if 
he returned. 

This was the origin of the war; and we are not a little furprifed 
that it fhould have been withheld from the -public at the t'me, when 
they were inclined to reprobate the war as unjuft on the fide of the 
government. In contemplating this caufe it is evident that the con- 
duct of the Maroons cannot be juftified ; for we agree with our au- 
thor, that * the government might have inclined to gratify their pre- 
spe judices 
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judices without being able to accomplith their with ; it could not be 
expected that any man would, for life, devote himfelf exclufively ‘e 
an office that interfered with the important interefts of his family ; 
was therefore an unwarrantable hope, {pringing from meee 
paffions.” {nftead of juftifying the proceedings of the Coloaial go- 
vernment on this unaniwerable ground, an incident was laid hold of 
for its defence which was untenable, and which feems the only toun- 
dation on which the Maroons could fupport a fhadow of juitifica- 
tion; and that was the whipping of tvo of their people in a work 
houte by the hand of a negro employed to whip the flaves fent thither, 
This was ftated to be the caufe of the war, and the dees of 
the Maroons was defended, ‘The Maroons certainly made ufe of the 
circumftance, but it fhould have been fhown to be, as it really was, 
a mere pretext to cover the injultice of their difcontent; and difor. 
derly condué&t, In the ftatefnent of the turbulence of the Maroon s to 
obtain an object on which tlicy had unreafonably fet their mind, Mr, 
D. completely juftifies the government in the determination of fup- 


‘prefling a fpirit that might lead to the moft fatal confequences ; but 


far from juttifying the fubfequent meafures that were taken in the pro- 
orefs of this melanchaly ftruggle, the facts he fates give room to la- 
menit the fincular fate of this unfortunate tribe, here is nota 
doubt that they had been of preat fervice to the country, and were 
highly valued by many of the planters, who were anxious to bring 
the affair to an amicable iffue. ‘The force drawn out againft them, 
the advice of fome temperate chiefs among them, and the arguments 
of their old fuperintendant, who had gope up to their town, had 
brought them to reflexion, and from the moft violent ecftacics of 
wrath and determined vengeance, they fe!l into the contrary extreme 
of timidity and humiliation. They appointed fix of their chief men 
to. go up to the capital, to make in their perfons fubmiflion for the 
whole body; and nothing was heard of but reconciliation and peace, 
From this period the. error appears evidently on the other fide.— 
While the Maroon captains were on their way to town, the public 
mind was thrown into new agitation by the affairs of St. Domingo ; 
a variety of reports refpeéting French plots was circulated; and among 
others fome relating to the Maroons. In order to detain the troops, 
which were ready to be embarked for St. Domingo, a council of war 
was held, and martial law proclaimed, ‘Tvhe detaining of the troops 
may be allowed to be prudent, but the meafures that immediately 
followed cannot be faid to have been dictated by wifdom. The fix 
Maroon chiefs, with their paffport in their hands, were feized on the 
road and thrown into irons; a proclamation was iflued, offering a re- 
ward for the head of every 'relawney Maroon after the 12th of Au- 
guit, and thirty-feven of them, having furrendered previous to that 
day for the purpofe of conciliation, were bound, their arms behind 
their backs, and fent into confinement at Montego Bay. This con- 
duct was drawing the fword, and throwing away the feabbard; an 
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unaccountable precipitation, and by no means warranted by the do- 
cuments that were adduced as proofs of 4 confpi:acy between the 
Maroons and the Freach. Thefe documents are inferted in an ap- 
pend x at the end of the firft volume; and it is a very ftriking circum- 
ft:nc: that they were not in exiflence for forne weeks after the de- 
claring of martial law, and the execution of the above meafures; and 
when examined, they prove at laft to be ** depofitions, taken fu>/e- 
quently, of converfations and vague notions of different times prior to 
the departure of the fix captains from Trelawney Town, or of ex- 
preffions ufed, and acts committed after they were thrown into 
irons.” Another event, which took place at the fame time, con- 
curred to roufe the fpirit of revenge among the Maroons, and to 
confirm the refolution of refifting, rather than fhare the fate to which 
fuch of their people as had tried conciliatory plans had been doomed. 
Two men, who afterwards proved their boldeft and ableft leaders, 
and who had eftablifhed their families near fome of the planters, in 
Weftmoreland, had gone up to Trelawney Town to advife the Ma- 
roons, and it was by their advice that the thirty-feven furrendered 
in hopes of obtaining terms. While they were thus employed, their 
houfes were burnt, and their provifion grounds laid waite by a party 
of the Weftmoreland Militia, who aonfortunately fufpected that they 
were gone to join the other Maroons in a war againft the white inha- 
bitants. The door of reconciliation was thus fhut, and a vengeful 
war begun, which for fome months kept the ifland of Jamai¢a in 
conftant danger of total deftru€tion. The fact feems to be, that the 
Maroons were held in contempt as an encmy, and no doubt enter- 
tained of their being terrified into an unconditional furrender. A 
knowledge of their former wars wouid have prevented this miftake. 
Mr. D., on the beft authorities, has given a circumftantial and inte- 
re{ting detail of the fucceflive a€tions and events of the war. It 
would lead us into too great a length were we to follow him in thefe, 
and it is probable that the. curiofity of moft of our readers will in- 
duce them to perufe them in the work itfelf, as it cannot but excite 


a geheral intereft: we fhall, however, fele& the account of Colonel 
Fitch’s death. . 


“« Abouta mile and a quarter to the fouthward of Colonel Fitch’s pofi- 
tion, there was an advanced poft, confifting of fome huts, furrounded b 
flight pallifadoes, occupied by thirty privates, two corporals, and a fer- 
jeant, under Captain Lee of the 83d, who, finding his fituation by no 
means a fafe one, as it was commanded by heights acceflible to the Ma- 
roons, informed the commanding officer of the danger of it. Paying im- 


‘mediate attention to this information, Colonel Fitch, on the 12th of Sep- 


tember, about nine o'clock, fet out for Captain Lee’s poft, attended by 
Colonel Jackfon of the militia, Lieut. Brunt the adjutant of the 83d, Capt. 
Brifiet, Mr. Vaughan, and feveral other perfons, among whom were two 
Accompong Maroon captains, whofe names were Reid and Badnage. It 
is to be oblerved that at this time the Accompongs had offered to ferve 
againit the Trelawney Maroons, and Colonel Walpgle, who commanded 
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in their diftri@, had fent fome of them to. the feat of aGtion. Previous to 
his departure from the Old Town, Colonel Fitch fet his watch with Lieut. 
Dixon’s of the Artillery, who a few days before had arrived at Head Quar- 
ters, with a detachment, two field-pieces, anda howitzer, defiring him to 
fire one of the field-pieces precifely at twelve o’clock. This was (o alcer- 
tain the exact bearing of Lee’s poti, for which purpofe a compafs alfo was 
uied; and I mention it to give fome idea of a country, where, in fo fhort 
a diftance, the windings and intricacies of a track are fuch as to defy all 
certainty of its courfe or termination. 

Colonel Fitch, on his arrival at the poft, being fatisfied with the re- 
prefentation that had been made of it by Captain Lee, requefled Mr. 
Vaughan to return to Head Quarters and detfire the firing of the field piece 
to be delayed exactly half an hour longer than the hour firft fixed. Inthe 
mean time adding to thofe who had accompanied him Captain Lee and 
fixteen of his men, he moved forward with the double intention of advanc- 
ing the poft, and of eftabliihing it in a pofition lefs liable te be annoyed. 
As this party proceeded, the mountains feemed to rife higher and higher, 
and the valleys to finkg a better fituation was fought in vain, none pre- 
fented itlelf, Marching en, however, they came to a {pot, where the Ac- 
compong captains, oblerving fome recent traces of the Maroons, faid it 
was better to advance no farther, as the rebels had juft been there, and 
could not be far off. Being ridiculed for their timidity, they proved. that 
they had good grounds for the advice they had given, by pointing out the 
tops of the wild coco or eddo that they had lately dug up, and other ineon- 
teftible evidences. ; 

«« ProofsAo unanfwerable made an impreffion on Colonel Jackfon, who 
immediately reprelented to Col. Fitch, that his life was too valuable to be 
naneceiiarily rilked, requefting permillion to advance with Capt. Brifiet a 
little farther to reconnoitre the ground, and declaring, that if the nature of 
it proved impracticable and unpromifing, he would return, but if at all fa- 
vourable, he wouid di{patch immediate information to him of it. The ears 
nelinefs with which Jackfon fpoke made Col. Fitch fmile.—* What, Jack- 
ton,’ faid he, ‘ in a point of duty do you think I fhould not be as forward 
asany other man? Then in a placid manner, which was natural to him, 
he added: ‘ Well; go with Briflet; there is no keeping him back; but I 
fhall expect to fee you here again in ten minutes; for if no eligible pofition 
prefents itfelf within a quarter of a mile, 1 mutt endeavour to fecure Lee 
a little better.’ 

“ Col. Jackfon propofed to Capt. Briflet, that they fhouldgo alone, but 
the latter defired the two Accompong Captains, Reid and Badnage, to ad- 
vance with them. They moved on accordingly, Col. Fitch and,the party 
following tlowly. When they had proceeded about a hundred yards, the 
path firskking into two fmaller ones of very abrupt defcent, Jack{on propofed 
iaking the one, and Bviflet preferred the other. Afiera moment’s hefita- 
tion, Briflet, turning to the two Accortpongs, faid hailily,—‘ Come, take 
that way, and I will follow you.’ Thete thiee had gone down about five 
vards, and Jackfon, who had pufhed in to examine (he nature of the path 

e propoied, had returned and was juft defvending after the others, when 
a tremendous volley of {ma'l arms, which made the towering mountains, 
or rather immeafurable precipices that enclofed the {cene of aciion, re‘ound 
with thundering reverberations, was poured upon the whole party by the 
Alarcons, from an elevation within ten paces of them. The foldiers mé- 
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chanically di‘charged their picces at the fmoke made by the volley, but to 
littie purpole ; tor, as ulual, the unfeen enemy were covered and pro- 
tected by trees and rocks. On the fire of-the Maroons,: Brillet, wounded, 
was {cen liaggermg ta the right, and prabably fell dead among the buthes. 
Reid, the Accompong, gave a loud thriek and tell; Badnage, the other 
Accompong, fell dead without a firuggle or a groan. Jackion elcaped un- 
hun, and running back on ground lower than the path, came up to Col, 
Fitch, whom he tound feated on an old failen tree, his arm fupported by 
a projecting fiump, and his head refting ov his hand. His blood was_ 
trickling down from the middle of his waiticoat, and the thort red and 
brown tiriped linen jacket which he wore, fiack out behind, appearing as 
if a rib had been broken. There could be no doubt that he was mortally 
wounded. Jacklon, taking bim by the hand that hang motionlefs by his 
fide, repeated his name to him. ‘< It is Jackion, your friend Jackfon, look 
at me.’ Saying this, he drew from his fide a fwall dagger, and holding 
it upto Col. Fitch, aflured him that he thould not fall alive into the hands 
of the rebels while he could prevent it, declaring at the fame time that he 
would die with him rather than leave him. Noone who knew Jacklon 
could doubt that he would have executed this brave relolution, had the 
oceation required it. Fitch knew him capable of it, and turned his face 
with a benign look towards him as if to fay fomething kind; but by this 
time the Maroons had reloaded, and the clicking of their guns as they 
weie cocked one after the other, giving notice of their being ready to fire, 
Col, Jackion called out to the foidiers to lie down, which being obeyed 
in proper tinie, the fecond volley did little mifchief. On hearing the or- 
der, Colonel Fitch turned his head towards the men, appearing to with 
to ipeak, while Jackfon at the fame inflant was endeavouring to pull him 
down wader cover. This he refitted and again turned, feemingly to {peak 
to Capt. Lee or the men; but remaining in the fituation 1 have defcribed, 
he was too conipicuous a mark, and Jacklon’s efforts to remove him from 
it wee jucceeding when they were too well aided by a fatal ball, which 
penetrated Colonel Fitch’s forehead jult above the right eye, and he fell 
lifele/s. y 

*« Several of the party being killed, and many wounded, ameng whom 
were Captain Lee and Adjutant Brant, the former mortally, Col. Jackfon 
thought it bett to retreat as {peedily as poflible; and with the remainder 
of the party effected his efcape, returning, afier meeting the men lefi at 
Lee’s pou, who had advanced on hearing the firing, to Col, Fitch’s poll, 
where one of the wounded foldiers died that night, and another the next 
morning: Capt. Lee jurvived a few days longer. ‘The lofs on this occa- 
fion was eight kitlefaitd feven wounded. No man was ever more la- 
mented than the gallant and amiable Col. Fiteh. Jn his perfon he was 
tall and graceful. The manly beauty of his face exretiing the liberality 
of his mind, rendered his countenance extremely intereiting and engaging, 
Baly and affable in his manners, he was never happier than when reitev- 
ing the wants of his loldiers, or providing fome comfort for the younger 
eficers from his own flores. It was his eutiom to lay in a flock of things 
for his men, which he occationally dealt out in preients or rewards. His 
focial difpofition enlivened the tropic fammits that were the feat of the 
Maroon campaign: his table was crowded by his friends, and, by method 
in his eftablifiment, he threw around his hut a certain elegance that be- 
Spoke the gentleman, His activity in the field equalled his mode:ly in 
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company. He fell in the bloom of vouth. He was brave, benevolent, 
and of a bewitching addrefs. He had talents, and ene rgy to make them 
ufefal; he was therefore a great lois to his country: and his private vir- 
tues endeared him to his friends, to whom his death was a deep wound.” 


General Walpole fucceeded Col. Fitch in the command of the 
troops, on the 15th of September. His acknowledged talents availed 
him littie at firft, ina fcene of action fo uncommon, and in a warfage 
fo nove! ; but by degrees he turned their own mode of fizhting againtt 
the Maroons, and in the end of October he drove them from the 
Glen or Cockpit, at their famous defile, called Guthri-’s. 


“« The rainy feafon now abated, and Gen. Walpole began his offenfive 
operauons, Having gained an accurate knowledge of the couniry, he 
detérmined, in the art place, to cut off the Maroons | trom ail points of con- 
venient rendezvous; and he particular'y confidered, that if he could’ de- 
prive them of the refource of water, he thould iecure an advantage that 
muit tend to a termination of the war. This, therelore, was one of his 
chief objects; and from the icarcity of that neceilary of lite in the fur- 
rounding mountatas in dry weather, he had great hope of accomplithing it. 
The potion now held by the rebels fupplied water in abundance, there 
being a Pata called Petit River Bottom in the cockpit to which Guth- 
rie’s Detile led, and where they were encamped on a finall flat of /even 
acres. rom fuch a pofition it was ,abfoluteiy necellary to dijlodge them, 
and the General toon convinced them that it was not, as they had flattered 
themielves, impoflible. The hill above his quarters being now cleared, he 
ordered a howitzer to be mounted upon it, and thells to be thrown into 
the cockpit, from which they were joon driven, le aving it to their con- 
querot; who, upon their evacuating it, entered with au troops by the- 
formidal le defile. Damn dat little Buckra,’ faid the Maroons on retirin fs 
‘ he cunning mere dan dem toder. Dis here da new fathion for fight ; him 
fire him big ball a’ter you, and when big bal! ‘top, de damn funting fire 
a’ter you ag ain. Come, boys, make we go take farer, and fee whahe 
will do den.’—* Damn that little white man, he is more cunning than the 
others. This ts a new mode of fighting: he fires a big ball among us, and 
when that feeims to {top, the damned thing of itfelf fires again upon us. 
Come, my boys, let us be off, and fee when we are at a diilance what he 
-will do.” 7 


But what were the fuccefles of this nature gained by Gen. Wal- 
pole, when. an endlefs range of cockpits lay behind the enemy, who, 
on finding themfelves molefted in one, might decamp to another by 
rugeed paflag ses, where they could not be followed by the troops? 
The following i is an account of Johnfon, the Maroon chief, one of 
thofe whole fettlements in Weftmoreland had been deitroyed. 


The body of the Maroons againft which the!e eperations were carried 
on, confified of their greateit force: and were {till ca le d old Montague’s, 
though commanded by Capt. Charles Schaw; but the chief con wnander 
ainong them was Johnf mn, who was generally at the head of a force infe- 
rior in number to thole with Sch: aw, but more active and enterprifing.— 
Thefe were the men by whom the greateii ravages had becn commutted : 
thele, led by Johnion, had burned the fcttlements in Wetimoreland, and 
b 4 lii.cie 
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afterwards Mocha, Catadupa, Lapland, Ginger Hill, Gowdeys, and other 
places. Johnion furprifed a convoy of provifions guarded by ten foldiers, 
going to the poits efiahlithed at Mocha and Auguftus, and cut off the heads 
of the foldiers. He had no particular ftation, but thifted f&o0m ground to 
ground, according to the enterprife he meditated, Though known to be 
at a certain place one day, he would the next furprife anotiver place at the 
diftance of twenty miles. He was not encumbered with women or chil- 
dren, and to his own party he had attached about forty flaves, whom he 
had armed. Thefe had caufe to repent it; but having once joined they 
could not retract, and fuffered themielves to be periuaded that when a 
peace took place, they would be included in the terms as Maroons. Some 
of them Johnfon flogged for not fighting, while he made others captains, 
whom he again broke or flogged if they deferved it. This treatment was 
eneral; nor did he fcruple to inflict the fame punifhment on his own 
ons; and, Smith excepted, whofe vigour and valour were equal to his 
own, he was a defpot over his men; yet under his difcipline they fought 
better than the reft. On his furrender, he declared that he had never 
been furprifed, but when the flaves were his out-fentries; and that though 
feveral of thefe had heen killed, he never loft but two Maroons. He was, 
however, furpriled on the 8th of November, by a very felect party from 
Welimoreland, confiiting chiefly of people of colour under Mr. Williams 
and Rutlell, and nothing but his uncommon valour faved him. Far from 
fcreening himfelf during the engagement, he was loud in giving his or- 
ders, and was violent im the abule of Williams, whom he knew. Being 
wounded with a ball, he immediately cut it out with his knife, and con- 
tinued exerting himfelf to the tinal ta obtain the vi€tory; but all his ef- 
forts proved fruitlefs, and afier a hard ftruggle, he was obliged to quit the 
field, which he managed to do with great addrefs.” 


Weary of the ftruggle and fearful of the event, the planters be- 
came anxious for the termination of the war, and a council was held 
in which it was propofed to fend into the woods fome of the Ma- 
roon chiefs, who had been confined in irons, to perfuade the rebels ta 
make peace. ‘This humiliating meafure was ftrenuoufly oppofed by 


Gen. Walpole, and he urged the difadvantages of it fo forcibly, that 
it was unanimoully relinquifhed. 
With this period of the war the firft volume clofes, and our limits 
compel us to poftpone our review of the remainder of the work, 
which, however we fhall not delay pronouncing to be very inte- 
refting and important in its nature, and matterly in its execution, 
This volume contains a fuccinct hiftory of the [fland of Jamaica, 
previous to the time at which the work commences. It is compofed 
with judgment and in pleafing language, prefenting all that may be 
thought interefting to readers whofe connexion with that ifland is mot 
fuch as to have led them through the voluminous hiftories of it. At 
the end of the volume is an Appendix, which furnifhes the reader 
with the Confolidated Act, or Code Noir of Jamaica, and fome of the 
proceedings of the Houfe of Affembly cited in the work, Two maps 
are given to illuftrate the fubject; the one, a general outline of the 
ifland of Jamaica ; the other, the feat of the late Maroon war, ona 


larger 
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larger fcale, given, as we are informed in the preface, to the author 
by Mr. Robertfon, who, under the patronage of the Aflembly, has 
taken a minute furvey of the ifland, and is about to publifh four 
maps of 1t on a very extenfive fcale. Each volume is embellithed 
with an, appropriate engraving as a frontifpiece: in the firft is Old 
Cudjoe making peace, and in the fecond a Spanifh Chafleur of the 
Ifland of Cuba, with his dogs. Nothing feems to have been neglect- 
ed that could sender the work in every way acceptable to the public. 
(To be continued. ) 
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The Infidel Father; by the Author of ‘* A Tale of the Times,” “ A 
Goffip’s Story,” &c. 3 vols. r2mo. Pp. 998 Longman and 
Rees. 1802. 


E have had frequent occafion to lament that the fpecies of li- 
terary compofition, unhappily moft in vogue in the prefent, 
degenerate times, and which has, therefore, been rendered by the 
"{ceptical, {chifmatical, and difaffeéted wrisers of the age, a vehicle 
for the promulgation of every talfe, bad, and vicious principle, that 
can corrupt the heart or contaminate the mind of the prefent and of 
the rifing generation, has not fufficientiy occupied the attention of 
authors who are both willing and able to counteract the pernicious 
effets of the mental poifon thus copioufly adminiftered, Publica- 
tions of a religious and moral tendency, unlefs extenfively read, by 
thofe who ftand moft in need of the inftruction which they contain, 
are productive of little advantage; and in order to be fo read, they 
mult, occafionally, be moulded into that popular form, which moft 
attracts the public attention. If the fhelves of circulating libraries, 
which fupply a very large proportion of the younger part, at lealt, of . 
the population of the country, with maxims, ideas, and principles; 
with topics of converfation, and even with rules of action, are loaded 
with pernicious books, which poifon, while they amufe, the mind, 
and pervert, while they profefs to inform, the underftanding, furely 
no {mal} portion of blame muft attach to thofe who, aware of the 
evil, and poflefied of the means of correction, {till neglect to apply 
the only efficacious remedy. Mrs, Weft, the author of this novel, 
is not to be clafled among thefe filent and paffive friends of rel yious 
and focial order; vigilant in obfervation, and active in exertion, fhe * 
openly braves their enemies; boldly throws down the gauntlet to the 
philofophiftical fages, the Paines, the Godwins, the W oolftonecrofts, 
the Williamfes, of the age; hurls defiance in the face of tafhionable 
vice, and holds up her unblufhing votaries to obloguy and thame,. 
Standing firm herfclf on the rock of religion, fhe warns others that 
it is the only tenable ground which a Chriftian can occupy, and 
proves to the fceptic and the infidel, that the fandy bafis, on which 
they have foolifhly erected their gaudy fuperftructure, is unable. to 
: | » relilt 
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sefift the flighte%. breath ef reafon and of faith, but muft fall before 
it; and involve its rafh and foolifh tenants in irretrievable ruin. 


42 


« The particular defign of the prefent work”—ihedeBs us— is to fhew 
the fuperiority which religious pr inciple poileties, when compared with a 

a @ . * a § 5 e . ‘rt . . 
fenie of honour, mogal finels, gra love of general applaufe. The ftory is 


confeffedly. fubordinate to this aim; and thofe who diflike it will oblerve, 








that the argumentative part is not atiected by the faults of the nartative.— 
| The epifodical characters have a ule belides relieving the fombrous hue 
~ | of the principal perfonages. I wiili they may be confidered as an over- 
Ae charged picture of the vanity, extravagance, and {telf-importance, that have 
a for tome years infected the middle clailes of jocicty, threatning defiruction 


to the found fenfe, decent propriety, and manly virtues of this molt im- 
portaat portion of the community.” 
The defign is excellent, and the cxecution is equal to the concep- 
| tion. Sorry are we to fay, that the characters are but too faithful 


| reprefentations of nature, not, in the fmalleit degree, overcharged, 
; wre . ‘ . e ° . , - 4 on 
| Phe principal character, indeed, in high life, we mean that of the 


Marquis of Montolicu, is, if we may uie the expreflion, confiderably 
undercharged; we could have fupplied a few traits, taken from real 


a jife, which would have added very much to its infamy and guilt.— 
; As we are among thole who have long thought that the habit which, 


of late years, the middle-clafles of fociety have contracted, of aping 
the follies, the extravagancies, and the vices of their fuperiors, is 
mott fatally pernicious to the community, we cannot but give our 
hearty thanks to this lady for holdirig them up to the finger of ridi- 
cule, and to fhew, that every attempt to change the order of the 
focial pyramid, whether by placing the bottom at the top, or the 
middle at the top, is alike abfurd and prefumptuous in itfelf, and ru- 
inous in its confequences, to its vain and foolifh projectors. 

‘The author, as an old acquaintance who has been fome time ab- 
fent, juftly thinks that her old friends and readers would wifh to 
. know fomething of the prefent flate of her family affairs. She, 

therefore, tells us, 





« My cat occunies the fame corner of my firefide which fhe did many 
years ago, and Betty and IT continue very well fatisfied with each other, 
"Tis true, her long waift, fquare handkerchiet, and clear matlin apron, 
look very Gothic among the gentecl dreiles, long trains, and nodding 
plumes of the better fort of Danbury Abigails, who I know have affirmed 
that the is deslate of common fenfe. I have, however, an high opinion 
of ber underfianding; for the is contiantly of my way of thinking, and 
whenever I deciaim againit the times, the pronounces them “ worse and 


, 
Peres 
. 


ote 


- None of our readers, we hope, will be fo faftidious .as'to quarrel 


i + with us for pronouncing this defcription of Betty to be highly inte- 
af réefiing ;—we can falemnly aflure them it is fo to us, and we will tell 
. them why. We happen to have a Betty as well as our author, who 
: exactly anfwers this defcription, and who is endeared to us by exactly 


the 
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the fame qualities, and the fame coincidence of fentiment and of lan- 
guage, Fatal as this confeflion may be to2 grave critic, we will not 
retract it, but even let it pats, and confign it, without apology, te 
the candour of our readers, only requefting them to place the twa 
Bettys among prip dial oblivia vite. 

We fhall not attempt to analyze the ftory of the, Infidel Father, 
thous rh, fabordi nate as it profefiediy is, to the author’s main deflign, 
it is certainly well managed, and nei her dehcient in ingenuity o¢ 
intereft; while the incicents are natural and the characters well pre- 
ferved. Wewifh our readers to perute the book itfelf, and therefore 
will not mar the:r curiofity by anticipation. We fhall merely telece 
two or three paflapes, to fhew that our opinion of its merits is not 
ill-founded, On the love of novelty the author’s fentiments are ex- 
tremely o/d-/afhioned. 


‘ Though the love of novelty, when combined with a pernicious con- 
tempt for cilabliied ufages, and as pernicious a rage for rath expedients, 
has produced moti d eadful effects, not only in the great republic of Eu- 
rope, but in the habits of private life; yet, like moll pt our natural detires, 
if reftrained within proper bounds, and directed to {uitable objects, it may 
be Jawfully indulged. 

‘ For initance, propriety may fuggeft the want of a new garment, ac- 
commodation may bint the expediet cy of following a new Editon; or latli- 
tude may indicate the utility of a change ol cere) in all thefe in- 
fiances variety is lawful as weil as charming. But let us not be ¢ratiig 
for a new religion, a new government, a new fyfiem of morals, or a new 
code of law. Some of thole things are in their nature saw. artable, and others 
are enhanced in value by that antiquity which has recorded their wifdom 
and utility. Nor may the love of novelty extend to the defire of a new 
hu(band, or a new wile, while the old one remains to remind us of the 
permanence of a tie which was contracted for the term of our joint exiti- 
ence. Inftead of indulging factitious defires, and faftidious ditlikes, let us 
fieadily examine the real value of what we poliels; remembering, that no- 
thing human can be perfect, that the failings which we are long accul- 
tomed to are become {fo familiar to our Lablis. that they may be pe 
and the virtues which we have long proved are ren dered fo necef! ary 
our comforts, that we cannot be deprive ‘dof them without experienc hy ‘ 
painful void, I might have extended thefe ob ervations to old friends, old 
fervants; and old cufloms, had I not recollected that the beginning of the 
ehapter encouraged my readers to hope fora litde novelty, and therefore 
my habitual profing mull feem unufually unfeafonable.’ 


. 


We thall juft add that the lady might have included o/d wine in the 
lift of her ‘eatansialiethe antiquities. To the improvement of the 
prefent age in fafhionable accomplifhments our author bears ample 
teftimony, in her brief delineation of the character of Lord Glanville, 
the Lnfidel Father of the vieille cour. 


© Hypocrify i is termed the tribute that vice pays to virtue. It is, in- 
deci, an acknow ledgment of fuperiority; and, though I dete‘ dece it, J 
canuet think that manners are improved by the finner’s not only: proglaime 
ing 
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ing hiscrimes with unbluthing effrontery, but even with inverted ambition 
alpiring to more infamy than he is juitly heir to. Reputation was the idol 
that Lord Glanville worthipped; he withed to bé confidered as the firft 
man of the age ; but he was educated in that old fchool of manners which 
deprived the jockey, the brute, the boor, and the buffoon, of all hopes of 
attaining that enviable diftinétion. He had been taught, that if the mo- 
rals of the man did not at leaft feem to regard decorum, an indelible thade 
would be thrown over his public character. He was, indeed, well aflared 
that his lady’s attachment to Major Mitford, to whom the had been former- 
ly engaged, continued in full atin nay, that he vifited her at her villa, 
doubtels to join in her regrets for her hufband’s abfence. But-his lord{hip 
certainly never reached the {ummit of connubial liberality; for he did not 
profefs friendthip to the man whom he fufpeGed of fupplanting him im the 
affections of his wedded partner. I am perfuaded that he never drove the 
major in his phaeton; and, though they both ranked high in the beau 
monde, they were never feen arm in arm in Bond-fireet, nor lounging to- 
gether af a fruiterer’s. I queftion if the moft {pirited woman of high ton 
would have dared, even for a frolic, to have complimented the Glanvilles 
by inviting the major to meet them. Nay, I have been informed by un- 
quetiionabie authority, that the countels had never on enough to be 
feey in public with her fuppoled gallant. I think it my duty to be very 
explicit in ftating thefe circumftances, as I am aware that the revolution 
which has taken place in vice within thefe laf{ twenty years muft make 
fuch of my young readers as are hackneyed in modern manners think that 
J iketch the portrait of a civil hufband with very faint colours. They have 
heard of men who have gloried in the criminality of their confoftss of gen- 
tlemen who trade in adultery, and {eek to repair a falling fortune with the 
fpoils of female reputation ; of concerted crimes, of convenient crim-cons, 
of ufeful abfences, and all the diabolical et-ceteras that form the dreadful 
traffic of conjugal infidelity. But J mutt inform them, that before philofo- 
phifm and infidelity fyitematized depravity, confounded names and natures, 
and termed criminal indulgences fulfilling the grand laws of our exiftence, 
guilt was contented with :mfunity, and did not afk for fame. The willing 
wittol did not then creep from his den of infamy, afd bid juftice tremble 


on its awful bench while he demanded a reward for being the molt con- 
semptible of mankind,” 


We Qeastily with that fome of our fa/bionable characters, in the 
different clafles of fociety, would avail themfelves of our author’s 
hints, in order to trace effects to their true caufes, and to pave the 
way for a radical reform in their own principles and condyct. But 
we muft exhibit fome other features of this infidel character, 


« Lord Glapville’s manners were formed in the fchool of Chefterfield, 
that is to fay, they were correcied by the opinion of the world, and re- 
firained by prudential and interefied motives. He had imbibed many of 
his early opinions from Shafttbury and Bolingbroke; his prejudices againit 
religion received infuperable firength from the farcafins of Voltaire; and 
in the varying fophifms of Roulleau he found convincing arguments againit 
revelation. Yet, as his political creed led him to acknowlege the utility 
of religion as a fiate engine, be confidered that it would be both indeco- 
rous and unwife for a member of the higheft court of legillature to ridi- 
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gale publicly what was eflential to the well-being of the community, and 
intimately interwoven with the principles of the conftitution. Except, 
therefore, in the company ef his mo{t chofen intimates, Lord Glanville 
never Yndulged his fecret rancour, farther than by a flight inuendo againtt 
the wiles of prielicraft, ora general invective on the evils of bigotry and 
fuperftition. He ever made it arule to attend divine fervice twice during 
his refidence at his country feat; and, like Roufleau’s exemplary Savoy- 
ard, with outward propriety, and inward incredulity, he moeked his Maker 
with the lip-homage of an unbelieving heart. I muft allow, that Lord 
Glanville’s deifm was far fhort of the candour and philofophy of our pre- 
fent theophilanthropitts; for he patronized charity-{chools, and all other 
means of promoting religious knowledge among the lower clailes. He 
even went fo far as to intift on a ferious fenfe of duty, among the'requi- 
fites that form the ufual inquiries in the choice of a fervant; for he feemed 
to think infidelity.a fort of ariftocratic privilege, and, like the mylteries of 
Ceres, improper to be difclofed to the profane. So far from withing the 
whole human race 4o rife in rebellion againit their Creator, he would not 
have been difpleafed if only himfelf and a few chofen allociates had been 
releafed from the thraidom of future refponfibility. From thefe princi- 
ples we may readily conceive what muit be his ruling petioes Selfthnels 
was the predominant quality im Lord Glanville’s mind; and, indeed, we 
may call it a conftituent part of every infidel. The unfortunate being 
whofe hopes terminate on this fide the grave muft endeavour to make the 
beft of his little all of exiftence: for, as he denies reverfionary bleflings, 
he cannot afford to part with a prefent good; and the well-fouhding ideas 
of moral fitnels and general utility, when balanced againft the cravings of 
appetite, will fly up ‘ and kick the beam.’ 

« Fam aware that I continually lay myfelf open to the cenfure of illibe- 
tality, and upon the prefent occafion I with to {peak by the card. I by 
no means deny that deifts have fometimes performed great and generous 
actions; I only aflert that they cannot feel benevolence and magnanimity. 
The mammon of unrighteoufnefs, like the falfe deities of pagant!m, waries 
its form, and different offerings mufi be prepared for its different a!tars.— 
It isnot always the voluptuous Pan, the fordid Plutus, or the ambitious 
Phaeton: it often wears a more decorous form, and pafles for the goddefs 
of worldly wifdom. Lord Glanville’s idol was the love of praife ; and ma- 
ny {pecious ations and much regard to appearance are required from thofe 
who live upon the aérial food of adulation and popular applaufe. I mucls 
doubt whetber a mind, in which this agitating paflion prevails-~over prin- 
ciple and fober reafon, does not endure greater privations than thofe of 
the anchoret, But this is not the only inflance in which the flaves of fin 
fubmit to feverer bondage than religion ever requires from her fincereft yvo- 
taries. 

« The man who, reje@ing the fupremacy of Omnilcience, regulates his 
conduct by the confideration of what the world will fay of him, quits a 
fure and lafting recompenfe for folicitude and difappointment, Lord Glan- 
ville’s hiftory is deligned to exemplify this obfervation ; he puriued. fame 
by indirect eourfes, and he reaped dijappointment.” 

May fimilar purfuits ever be productive of fimilar difappointments ? 
Tt was natural enough that fuch a philofopher as Lord Glanville 


fhould with his daughter to be as great a philofopher es himéfelf. 
“ Lord 
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perfon, and att/attive in her manners, thoald*poflefs a mafculine mind, 
and be in every ré'pe-t {uperior to the little vanities, weakne Jes, and ter- 
rors of hes fex. Her tatte was to be correct, her judgment unclouded by 
bigotry, her temper unruffled by any {trong paflions, all her actions were 
to be guided by pradence, and virtue was to be the conttant inhabitant 
of her bofom. Not that humble virtue, which, confcious of human frailty, 
looks continually to divine fupport, but virtue as exhibited in the beautiful 
vifions of Plato and other heathen moralifts, flern, undeviatiny, telt-confi- 
dent, unrelenting, virtue; a quality which, if it ever exifted, is at leait not 
congenial to the nature of frail, dependent man. 

“ As to her behaviour to ttimfelf, be propotfed that fhe thould comfort 
him for all his pati difappointments and forrows. She was to be his friend, 
his confidant, his conftant companion. ‘Her attachment to him was to be 
qitite diflinét from the ties of nature, becaule the was to be imiiructed that 
thole ties are merely the bond of prejudice. It was not to be the refult of 
duty; becaufe duty implies obligation, and muit therefore be unfuitable to 
the nature of an independent, reflecting being.—lI thall get bewildered in 
this maze of metaphyfics if I proceed further; and as | really do not un- 


dertland this fcheme of filtering our feelings, I will only ftate the effects of 


it. After Laily Caroline’s regard for her tather had’ been purified from the 
frum of natural affection, and the dross of tilial duty, common obiervers could 
not perceive that any was left.” 


Our readers will eafily perceive that by following fuch a pair as 
this through life; and obferving clofely the conduct naturally refult- 
ing from the principles which they adopted, much ufeful inftrudtion 
may be acquired. We lament that our limits preclude us from 
laying before them the whole of that chapter in the fecond vo- 
lume, in which the author ** throws down the gauntlet of contro- 
verfy ; or, in other words, defends what former ages confidered as 
maf? valuable and mof wife.” It is replete with found, judicious, 
and molt ufeful do@rine. The advice to her own fex, contained in 
the following paflage, will be regarded as an infult by the female 
difciples of the Godwinian fchool, the philofophittical aflertors of 
the rights, and the proud avengers of the wrongs, of women, 


« Projects are generally unfortunate things to young ladies. Indeed I 
have a general ditiike to them; and [ have fo often feen the quicknefs of 
female tegling betray the moft profound {cheme of female fubtlety, that I 
have never regretted our exclufion from politi¢al rights, though {ome of 
my fiffer authors have lemented it with pathetic and fomewhat acrimo- 
nious fulceptibility. L am, indeed, convinced that a female parliament 
would riot only (to ufe a quaint phrafe) be continually flying off in a tan- 
gent, but that a female adminiltration would be fo foon out-generalled by 
a male oppofition, that it is not worth while to fruggle for a fupremacy 
which we want circum{pection to render permanent. And, fince unfuc- 
cetstul retitiance always incurs the odious name of rebellion, it is perhaps 
the wileli courie to conform to the long eflablified treaty which has fub- 
fitted between us and our prefent governors (though fome of the articles 
are certainly inconvenient), left we thould, by an ill-concerted infurreétion, 
give them a plea for firiGer coercion. My fair readers may be affured thaf, 

though 


“ Lord Glanville fitehded that his daughter, thoagh feminine in he® 
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though I make this free fiatement of my opinion, T fiall not omit to put in 
a faving claufe in favour of our right to remouttrare, which is a very ancient 
branch of the female prerogative, and cannot be given up. 

« To apply thefe obiervations to private life: J am fo thoroughly con- 
vinced of the general unfitnels of my {ex for ay thing that wears the ap- 
pearance of plot, chicanery, and deep delign, that | would firongly advite 
my fair readers never to have recourfe to tuch furreptitious aflitiance, but 
to rett their actions on the firm bafis of integrity, candour, and generous 
franknets; with this fole reletvation, that they put thefe noble qualities 
under the guidance of difcretion. An artful woman is a moniler, and ge- 
nerally a foul. I would particularly advife all ssénsvers under the age of 
five and twenty never to attempt to outwit a loyer who ts not fairly turned 
of his grand climacteric. If he be, I not only allow that amorous three- 
fcore and ten is fair game, but that it is eafily caught, even by the fimpli- 
city of eighteen, and_ generally without any aflillance from the lady mother: 
it is, therefore, lawful to turn it to the beit advantage.” 

The reflections in the laft volume on the profligacy of modern 
hufbands, and on adultery in general, are fuch as might be expected 
to flow from a mind formed on, and regulated by, true Chriftian 
principles, unadulterated by any of the vicious refinements of the 
new morality. Speaking of the propofed admiffion to virtuous 
company of a woman who had committed adultery, and afterwards 
married the guilty objeét of her criminal paffion, the author remarks: 
«¢ It is an eminently proper, though I am told a péculiar trait in the 
chara€ter of Britifh ladies, to diftinguith between a tarnifoed and 
an unfpotted reputation, even when the {tains on the former feem to 
have been wathed away by the tears of true contrition. We judge 
nothing fo fuitable for a penitent as aretired life, and domefc refpec- 
tability.” , 

Such indeed were once the virtuous fentiments which diftinguithed 
the females of this happy ifland ; but, alas! with heartfelt forrow, 
we acknowledge the humiliating fad, that the moral principle of 
the female mind has, within the laft feven years, been materially 
weakened. The nice fenfe of religion and of honour, when¢e ori- 
ginated the plain and broad diftinélion between virtue and vice, has 
been effentially impaired. Propriety has been facrifieed at the fliine 
of Vanity. An adulterefs, not penitent, but glorying in her fin, aid 
thus adding impudence to infamy, is a character now not mercly re- 
cerved but courted. Nay, even the doors of the puritanic peer, who 
affe€is fuperior purity of principle and of cenduét, are thrown open 
to her, and courtly thoufancs called to witnefs her triumph. ‘he 
moral order of fociety indeed feems, in this inftance, to be inverted. 
Princely pomp not unfrequently diftinguifhes the brazen adulterefs, 
where the white fheet alone fhould mark the penitent proftitute. 
Pride and puritanifm are affociated to degrade the female charaétter, 
by introducing guilt irito the manfions of innocence ; by encouraging 
difobedience to the pofitive precepts of the Deit 1s by paying homage 
to Sin; and by utterly deflroying all the value of reputation. When 
we daily witnefs this profligate {cene, exhibited openly to the world; 
when 
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when we fee Pride itfelf perfonified, making an adulterous arrange- 
ment with his bride for the fyftenratie and unreftrained commiflion 
of doub'e adultery, and when we find the prefs, which ought to be 


the guardian of public morals, cither filent or worfe than filent on 


the fubjeci, while thofe whofe bounden duty it is to mark all vicious 
courfes with abhorrence, fhew encouragement inftead of reprobation, 
we cannot but conceive this moral revolution to be the precurfor of 
fome violent political canvulfion that will fthake the fair fabric of the 
Britifh monarchy to its very bafis. The flave of diffipation, or the 
victim of folly, can alone regard with indifference this fatal tendency 
to a general depravity of manners, to a general contempt of reli- 

ious and moral principle. The day of retribation muff come, and 
who will prefume to fay, that the people who feem to have been 
fele&ted as the fcourge of Europe, will not be chofen as the initru- 
ments for infli@ing a dreadful punifhment on the fins of this nation. 
On the eve of the dreadful conteft in which we are about to embark, 
thefe refleCtions are at lealt feafonable, however unacceptable they 
may prove to many ; feafts fhould now give way to fafts, pride to 
humiliation, and pomp to penitence. That nothing is jen toa 
penitent as a retired I:fe isa truth that ought to be deeply impreffed 
on the minds of penitents of both fexes. On the attention of ‘one 
of the male (ex we earneftly prefs it ; reminding him, that if he per- 
fevere in his efforts to obtrude himfelf on the notice of a world, by 
which it is his intereft to be forgotten, he will probably be noticed in 
fuch a way as will make him wifh for retirement as ftrongly as he 
now courts notoriety. 

In conclufion, we recommend this novel to our readers, as one 
which, though it may have been exceeded by many in ingenuity and 
wit, yields to none in good fenfe, judicious obfervation, ufeful inftruce 
tion, and found principle. 
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Gentz’s State of Europe before and after the French Revolution. 
(Concluded from Vol. XIV. p. 300.) 
i ig hirte followed this able politician through two important 


heads of his Enquiry, in anfwer to the falfe ftatements and 
fcandalous perverfions of the confular advocate, Citizen Hauterive, 
we now proceed to examine the conclufion of his arguinent, in which 
he difeufles the’ queftion, whether there exifted at the beginning of 
the French revolution any public law in Europe? The confideration 
of which leads him, laftly, to take a juft and comprehenfive view of 
the relative ftate of the different powers of Europe, at that period. 


« The author (Hauterive) is not fatisfied with giving a decided negative 
to this quefiion. He goes farther, and draws a gloomy and deprefling pic- 
ture of the fucial contritution of Europe, in the lait years which preceded 
the revolution, ‘It was impolible not to obferve’ ({uch are the expreflions 
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he makes ufe of), ‘that there had log fince ceafed to exift any maxims of 
government, any federal union, any fixed political principles in Europe 3 
that an imaginary principle of aggrandizement, in fact nothing: more than 
a forcible, unnatural, and deftructive exertion, had faftinated all govern 
ments; that the powers of Europe were involved in general mifery; that 
bankruptcy Itood at the door of every government ; and that a fingle na- 
tion, grafping at the riches of all the reit, converted thre misfortane of the 
whole to its own exclufive advantage: that the tame caules which produced 
the diforganization of fociety in France, had fown the feeds of political 
anarchy throughout the whole of Europe; that tlie law of nations no longer 
exilied, except in appearance; ‘and ‘that the revolution was only a loud 
and formal annunciation of its long-determined difiotution.” | 


The fallacy of this monftrous pofition is clearly demonftrated by, 
Mr. Gentz, in a mafterly expofition of the views, refources, and fitu- 
ation of the different potentates. 


“ T am convinced,” he fays, “and I truft that all enlightened perfons 
will now agree with me, that the condition of Europe in the fatter times 
preceding the revolution, was not fo defperate either in a focial, a domeftic, 
or a federative point- of view, as to lead immediately to violent Convaltions; 
or to render fuch convulfions defirable ; that the French revolation, thougtt 
facilitated, and in that fenfe prepared, by many focial and political difcord- 
ances, was by no means a neceflary or unavoidable coniequence of the ftate 
of France, much lefs of Europe; that this event, with dll its dreadful con- 
fequences, was occafioned by fome obvious errors of the former French go- 
vernment—was continued and completed by the untimely zeal, the ill- 
advifed activity, the inability, the prefumption, or the wickednets of thofe 
who, in confequence of thefe errors, were intrufted with the direction of 
the public affairs—and was converted into a principle of deftruétion for all 
Furope by the improvident meafures of the {urrounding nations ; that, far 
from furthering the improvement of the condition of civil and political fos 
ciety, this revolution, ou the contrary, has interrupted and arretied its pro- 
grefs at a moment when it appeared particularly promifing; and that, when 
confidered in a more extenfive point of view, the greatelt and molt lament- 
able of the evils which accompanied it, was this: before the revolution 
there only needed a few wile reforms in the internal conftitutions of fiates, 
und fome happy combinations for ameliorating and confirming the federal 
fyitem, to have raifed Europe toa high degree of profperity and happinefs ; 
whereas now all the means of attaining to this defired object mutt be fought 
for amidft a heap of ruins, and drawn forth, as it were, from chaos again.” 

‘ . 


This is unqueftionably true. The boafted regeneration of France 
has done more to injure the caufe of real liberty, and to retard thé 
progrefs of ufeful knowledge, in twelve years, than the moft def- 
potic condu& of the moft abfolute fovereign could have done in half 
acentury. Ina political and moral point of view the evils which 
it has produced are incalculable. Mr. Burke has been ridiculed by 
his enemies for having reprefeated the {pace which France formerly 
occupied in the map of Europe as a biank ; but who will dare to 
deny that in the map of freedom it is a perfegt blank ; and had the 
ebility of the tyrant which rules that devoted country been commen 
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§o ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


furate with his wi//, all Europe would, at this moment, exhibit the - 


fame mournful appearance. 

Mr. G. afcribes the dreadful ftorms which convulfed the political 
world; at the clofe of the 18th century, to a reitlefs and ill-regulated 
fpirit of innovation, arifing out of encreafed opulence and extended 
knowledge. His remarks on tiie ftate of Poland, and on the circum- 
ftances which led to the erafure of its name from the lift of indepen- 
dent ftates, are too curious and important to be omitted here. 


“ It may, perhaps, at the firft glance, look fomewhat like temerity, to 
* mention the unfortunate kingdom of PoLanp, in an account of the progreis 
and improvement of ‘the different fiates of Europe. But even in this re- 
tarded-and negieéted country, the dawn of a brighter day had begun, thortly 
before its diffelution, to enlighten the horizon. No effential improvement 
was in this inftance praGicable without a thorough reform of the con{titu- 
tion; for the errors in the conftitution were the real caufes of the decay 
and weaknels of the fiate. This firft object had, however, already occupied 
the attention of all thinking perfons; and the partition of 1772, with all 
its evil confequences, had one beneficial effect for Poland; it pointed out, 
in the cleareit and moft impreflive manner, the neceflity of a great political 
regeneration, ‘The patriotic zeal of the friends of a radical reform, and the 
general conviction of its neceflity, firft brought it forward as an object of 
ublic confideration, at the diet, in 1758. he refult of this diet is well 
nown : the eonititution of 1791 was the prefage of a happier fortune, the 
beginning of a new ftate of exiftence, conformable to the fpirit of the 
times, and the progre{s of civilization in the reft of Europe. This is not 
the place to review the feries of events, by which this conititution was de- 
ftroyed in the moment of its birth, and Poland for ever firuck out of the 
litt of nations. But there is one ob/ervation which applies immediately to 
my argument, and will be fubfcribed to without difficulty by every impar- 
tial reader acquainted with the hiftory of modern times: had it not been for 
the French revolution, the coniiitution of 1791 would not have been de- 
ftroyed, nor the political independence of Poland annihilated.” 


This was always our opifiidh upon that fubje&t, and we are happy 
to fee it confirmed by fo competent a judge, and fo attentive an ob- 
ferver as Mr. G. The partition of Poland, then, may be added as 
another proof of the injury done to rational freedom, by this horrible 
revolution. Qn the flate of France alfo, previous to the revolution, 
the author’s obfervations are equally judicious and fatisfaCtory. 


“< In order to complete this review of the fiates of Europe, we muff, in 
the laft place, direct our aitention to the central point of the revolution; 
the country out of which its fplendid promifes, and its dreadful devaitations, 
have immediately proceeded. That the former government of France 
was fuch as flood in need of the greateft reforms ; that the errors in its le- 
giflation, its adnnimiltration, and its domeftic conftitution, were many and 
great, caunot fora moment be di{puted. Nobody will attempt to deny 
that the government of Lewis the X Vth laid the foundation of a dangerous 
diforganization. But was the reign of Lewis XVI. from its commence- 
ment to its tragical end, a proof of the affertion, that there no longer exifted 
any proper principles of government in Europe? Was it not rather marked 
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throughout by the defire of beneficial reforms, the prevailing character of 
the times? Was not its only misfortune a mifconception of its ftrength, 
which fank under the weight of its own undertakings? Was the monarch 
who placed Turcor and MAcesHerses among the number of his mini! 
ters, who twice intrufted the fate of his kingdom to the hands of Necker, 
was he a patron of abufes, a blind follower of furmer fyttems? Was the 
convocation of the NoTas.es, and the plan for which they were convened, 
the work of mean, contemptible, obfcure, and common-place politics? 
Was the facility, or rather the levity with which this government confented 
to the aflembling of the States, a proof of tenacious obftinacy, or of an 
imprudent {pirit of conceflion? Was the edict of the 5th July 1788, which 
not only eftablithed the freedom of the prefs, but called upon every hand 
that could guide a pen to employ itfelf in publithing plans of general utility, 
—was that edi& the meafure of a court that trembled at every profpect.o§, 
innovation? Was the decree of the council of ftate of the 27th Decembeg, 
1788, and the {peech of the mini(fter of finance of the 5th May 1789, and 
even the unfortunate declaration of the 23d May—were thele the produc- 
tions of a government far behind the withes and opinions of its enlightened 
fubjeéts ? fs the revolution, in thort, to be attributed to the want of fyftem 
and principles; or, on,the contrary, to the fuperfluity and abufe of them ?” 


Having thus fhewn, in contradi€tion to Mr. Hauterive, that 
‘“‘ Europe poffeffed, in every reafonable fenfe of the word, a federative 
conftitution, a political balance, and a law of nations,” Mr, G, thus 
proceeds. 


«* To explain thefe truths, it will not be neceflary to defcend to a minute 
and particular analyfis of the political relations exifting at that period. It 
is fuificient if we dwell upon the leading features of the picture. The fate 
of Europe depends upon the fortunes and political relations of the powers 
which preponderate in the general fyfiem. Ifthe balance be preferved 
among thele; if their political exiltence and internal organization be fafely 
eftablithed ; if, by their mutual aétion and reaction, they protect and fecure 
the independence of the fmaller ftates (fo much, at leatt, as the weak can 
be fecure in a community with the firong); if there is no dangerous pre- 
ponderance to be perceived, which threatens to opprefs the rett, or to in- 
volve them in endlefs war; we may reft fatisfied with the federal conflitu- 
tion which fulfils thefe moft effential points, notwithttanding many errors 
and defeéts. And fuch was the federal conftitution of Europe before the 
French revolution.” 


Such indeed was the federal conftitution of Europe at that periods 
but what is it mow ? The very reverfe of this; for there ‘is a dan- 
gerous preponderance to be perceived which threatens to opprefs the 
reft, or to involve them in endlefs war.’’ And without the utter de- 
{tru&tion of that preponderance, to effe€&t which a// the powers of 
Europe ought to combine, there will be neither peace nor fafety for 
any of them. Mr. G. concludes this head of his enquiry with a 
fummary of the facts which he has proved in it. 


“ 1, That, during the period we have been {peaking of, the political 
fecurity of France was as great and as firmly efiablifhed in every efiéntial 
pelnt, as could be dolired or imagined: that her geographical fituation, the 
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nature of her frontiers, the magnitude of her internal refources, and ever 
the yeneral interefis of furrounding nations, combined not only to fupport 
that fesarity, but to enlfure it ip the complete manner. 

“ adly, Vhat the influence of France in the federal fyfiem of Europe 
was fuily adequate to ber real, polit: cal importance ; that it was diminithed 
fince the time of Lewis XIV. by {o much only has it had then teen carried 
too far; and that it was owing to the temporary errors of a weak adminil- 
tration, not to any unfavourable change im the lice of power, nor to a 
pofitive decreafe of this influence itfelf, that it failed in fome particular in- 
jiances to operate with energy and effect. 

“« Sdly, That France, till the commencement of the revolution, was 
feared by all the greater powers; while her friendthip and favour were 
fought and cultivated by moit of the {maller; that her relations with Ger- 
many were more liable and advant ageous than. in any other period of mo- 
dern hiliory; that ev ery apprehe ‘non Ruiia might occafion was fufficiently 
counteracted by the fituation of the other powers; that her alliances, her 

atronage, or her policy, enabled her to govern, exclufively or principally, 
in all the fouthein ftatesof Europe; in Spain, in the greater part of Italy, 
in Switzerland, and in Conftantinople; and that the lols of influence fuf- 


tained by the partition of Poland in ‘the year 1772, was repaired by a more. 


folic and effeétive connexion with Sweden. 

‘ 4thly and laftly, That France, confidered as a maritime fiate, was 
more than once the fuccefsful rival of the only nation the had cau! fe to fear; 
that her inferiority was never permanent; and that the lait maval war in 
this period was the moft fucceisful and honourable the had ever waged 


againit England.” 


In the third and laft part of this fyftematic difcuffion, the author 
takes a view of the prefent relations between France and the ie 
ftates of Europe, in the courfe of which he fully juitifies the Englifh 
againft the unjuft charges preferred againft them by the fhamelefs 
pandars of the French government, on the ground of their commercial 
tyranny. Itis no prejudice i in favour of our own country, though in 
fuch prejudice we certainly glory, which prompts us to atfert, that 
in this branch of his enquiry the author proves himfelf a complete 
mafter of his fubje&t, which he difcuffes with equal ability and judg- 
ment. It is impoflible, however, for us to follow him throug hit 3 
and we have le{fs reafon to lament this circumflance as we are per- 
fuaded the book itfelf will be, as it deferves, generally read. ‘The 
copious account which we have given of it felicity fhews our 
fenfe of its merits; and we fhall now clofe that account with the au- 
thor’s concluding remark on the objec of Reeaester publication, 
which is alfo the favourite object of his matter. 

*« Adhering to his falie premifes, he has mixed thefe propofals with 
others more doubtful and equivocal. ‘ The commercial comnexions of na< 
tions are to he founded upon betier regulations ;? ‘Their rights and obli- 
gations are to be defined by better treaties.” Wherein thele better trea- 
ties and wiler combmations are to confilt, remains totally unexplained; but 
the fecret aim and true chara¢ier of his propo‘als are betrayed, not only by 
numerous expreilions in various parts of his work, and the general tendency 
of his politics, but by his explanation of what he him{elf calls the moft 
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important article, which is at undefined recommendation of a new poli- 
treal {yitem of commercial relations. He thinks nothing more is requitite 
than a‘ fingle ray of light, to thow toa few princes and their miniiiers, 
the real caules of their political and commercial dependance, and the true 
principle of their deliverance;’ and he adds, ‘ The prefent fiate of things 
might be immediately changed by the energy of one great power, and 
that power is France. 

“ From thele declarations, it 1s evident he did ndt expect the ,improve- 
tent of European indutiry, the deliverance of commerce, the prolperity 
and independence of all nations, either entirely or principally ‘rom the 
reformation of interior adminiftrations, the trecdom of trade, the improve. 
ment of domeliic polity, or the wifdom of governments. Such tuly be- 
neficial cautes s operate flow ly, and in re gular prog rrelhon. The mere re- 
jelution of a few princes, or the energy of a fingle power, may infiantly 
ulter the courfe of things, and change the nature of all relations. It is evie 
dent that he looks to fimple, hold, and decitive political meatures, for 
what he calls the deliverance of Europe; and that he tecks to exalt France, 
and Europe eventually with France, by weakening or deliroying the foun- 
dation gf Britain’s greatnef s, by means of certain combinations, which he 
conceals for the preient, though they are eafily difvovered. His favourite 
object t therefore is, the immediate degradat) ion of En gland; which, accord- 
ing to the prince: iples above explained, is fuficient to wafrant his condem- 
nation.” 
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Regeneration flated and explained according to Scripture and Antiquity, 
in a Difcourfe on Titus iti. 4, 5,6. By Danicl Waterland, D. D, 
late Chaplain in Ordinary to his Majefty. A new Edition, Ri- 
vingtons. Svo. Fp. 61. 4js.6d. 1802. 


E have to apologize to our readers for having fo long delayed 

to announce to them, the republication of this admirable 
dilcourfe, to the perufal of which we are perfuaded the name of Wa- 
terland will be fo powerful an inducemeut, that our recommendation 
will be fuperfiuous ; * its title,” as the editors remark, ** will fuffi- 
ciently account for its revival ,;” for, to adopt their language, *¢ Re- 
generation ig a hard word, and avery ferious thing; and is now ban- 
died about, rather indecently, by many whe neither know what they fay 
nor whereof they affrm.’”” We take leave, however, to remark, that 
the ftronzeft expreffion which language can furnifh fhould be fubtti- 
tuted in the place of this very moderate one here ufed, to character- 
ize the indecency complained of, an indecency, now, alas! not cone 
fined to the conventicle, but tolerated, nay suconraged, within the 
church, having been of late, ia too many inftances, rewarded with 
preferment.* We think the preis, therefore, has fcarcely ever pro- 
duced 


re 





* We allude to the circumftance of Mr. Overton having been prefented, 


by the Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, to two livings in York, at 
i 3 lie 
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duced a more feafonable. publication than that now before us.—~ 
The plan purfued by the author, in treating of this important fub- 
ject, is ths laid down by himfelf,. 


« If. To explain the name and. notion of ‘ regeneration ;’ fhewing what it 
fs and what it contains; as alfo what concern it has with Chriltian bap- 
ifm, called the £ aver’ or fountain of it. 
 Qdly. To confider what the ‘ renewing,’ mentioned in the text, means ; 
nd how it differs from or agrees with ‘ regeneration,’ and what connection 
th of them have with daftism here, and with salvation hereafter. 
« $dly. To draw {ome proper inferences from the whole, for preventing 
miftakes int thefe high matters, and for our better improvement in Chriftian 
knowledge and practice?” ' 


Tt will at once be perceived how very comprehenfive is our au- 
thor’s defign, and how very perfpicuous is his arrangement. The 
fame perfpicuity prevails throughout, and much as he promifes, his 
performance excecds the expectation raifed; he feems to have con- 
templated his fubject in every poffible light in which it could be 
placed, and not ve fupports his own hypothefis with great ftrength 
and variety of reafoning, but obviates, as he proceeds, every ob- 
fection likely to be urged againit it, 

Thus he accounts for the introduction of the term regeneration 
into the Gofpel. 


“‘ The name or notion probably was not altogether ew in our Lord’s 
times for the Jews had been ufed to admit converts from heathenifm into 
the Jewith chuich by a daftism of their own, and they called the admiffion 
or reception of fuch converts by the name of regeneration, as it was fome- 
what like the bringing them into a new world, Such /rpselytes were conti- 
dered as dead to their former tlate of darknefs, and 407” anew to light, li- 
berty, and privileges among the children of Jsrae/, and within the church 
of Godk The figure was eafy, natural and affecting, and therefore our 
Lord was pleafed in his conference with Nicodemus to adopt the fame 
kind of language, applying it to the cafe of admitting converts both from 
Judaism and Paganism wto Chriftianity ; transferring and fandctifying the 
site, the figure, and the name, to higher and nobler, but ftill similar, pur- 
poles. Indeed he imfroved the notion by the addition of the sfirit, and he 

arged the ufe of the rite, hy ordering that every one, eyery convert to 

{tianity, fhould be baptifed.” 


sThewrigin of the term. ig here very clearly traced out, and, in the 
fumming up of the firft head of the difcourfe, its import is thus no 
lefs fatisfactorily ftated. 


“« Regeneration complete ftands in two things, which are, as it were, its 
two ‘wegral parts; the grant made over to the perfon, and the reception of 
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the requeft of Mr. Wilberforce /'’ On this fubjeét, however, we mean to 
addrefs a letter to his lord Lip fully expreilive of our fentiments of an a, 
which we cannot but confider as an act of ecclefiattical Luicide, : 


that 
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that grant. The grant once made continues always the fame; but the re- 
ception may vary, becaufe it depends upon the condition of the recipient.” 


We beg to recommend this extract to very particular attention, as 
it diflolves that {pell of our modern puritans by which they falcinate 
fo many into thote {trong delufions which their cunning craftinefs 
hath contrived, and fo inebriate them with fpiritual pride, that it is 
almoft hopelefs to attempt to recover them from their {tate of intoxi- 
Cation. 

The diftin@tion between regeneration and renovation, ** the wafh+ 
ing of regeneration, and the renewing of the Holy Ghoft,” is, in the 
next place, admirably laid down by this perfpicuous and moft accu- 
rate divine; who has illuftrated this part of his fubject, in particular, 
in a more fatisfactory manner, than any other writer we have met 
with. “Thefe terms are frequently, nay, almoft always, confounded, 
by thofe who contend for the inefficacy of the facrament of baptifm, 
and the neceflity of a converfion, after baptifm, from a ftate of na- 
ture to a ftate of grace. Wath them, regeneration and renovation ap- 
pear to be one and the fame thing, and, confequently, all thofe paf- 
jages in Holy Writ, which fpeak of the neceffity of being renewed, 
transformed, and the like, they feem to confider as {trily /ynonymous 
with being born of the fpirit, &c. ; whereas, Dr. W. clearly fhows, 
that the term regensration relates exclutively to bapti/m, ocing ex- 
preflive “ of the /prritual flate, conlidered at large,” wherein we are 
placed by baptifm; while renovation denotes either the fubfequent 
renewal of the inner man, when decayed by actual fin, or elfe the 
** capacity and qualification in adults who are yet unbaptized, for 
receiving regeneration by baprifm.” Accordingly it 1s remarked, that 
** though we find no fcripture exhortations made to Chriffians (for 
Nicodemus was a Few) to become regenerated, yet we meet with fe» 
veral exhortations to them to be again and again renewed.” This is 
further fhewn to be doétrine entirely conformable with the language 
of the Church of England, in whofe Liturgy we pray, ‘* that we, 
being regenerate, and made God’s children by adoption and grace, 
may daily be renewed by his Holy Spirit.” Nothing can more clear- 
ly thew that thefe are terms of perfecily diftinét fignification aceerd- 
ing to the ufage of Scripture and the Liturgy of our Church; and that 
regeneration has reference folely to the work of the {pjrit in baptifm, 
while renovation refers to the work of the fame {pirit, \iubfequent or 
preparatory to that holy facrament, by which alone man is born 
again and made an heir of everlafting falvation, Many other diftinoy 
tions are pointed out between thefe two words, upon a right under- 
{tanding of which confiderably depends a clear apprehention of the 

nature of the baptifmal covenant. Our author fets it, howcver, in 
the cleareft light, by applying his remarks to four fpecial cafes.—- 
** 1. The cafe of grown perfons coming to baptifm in their integrity, 
and fo continuing afterwards, 2. The cafe of infants brought in 
their janocency, and * leading the reft of their lives according to that 
E 4 begin- 
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beginning.” %. The cafe of fuch grown perfons or infants fo bap~ 
tized, but falling off afterwards, 4. The cafe of grown perfons 
coming to baptiim in dypecrify or impenitency; but repenting after- 
wards and turning to God.”—From all thefe it appears, that faith 
and repentance (which conflitute renovation) do not regenerate men 
without bapti/m; that baptifm alone regenerates once for all, fo that 
** @ perfon once favingly regenerated, and afterwards lofing all the 
Jalutary vfe of it, will not want to be regenerated again, or born anew, 
but to be reformed only;” and, in fhort, that ** perfect regeneration 
is to the /p:ritual life, what perfe? health is to the natural; and the 
recoverstes of the fpiritual health, time after time, are not a new rege- 
neration, but a reftoring or improving of the o/d.” 
. This learned and found expofitor of God's word then proceeds to 
his propofed inference from the two preceding heads of his difcourfe ; 
applying them in a moft edifying and impreflive manner, by way of 
antidote to the prevailing errors of enthufiaits, upon thefe favourite 
topics of their crude and fanciful declamation. He notices the mif- 
takes ** arifing from the mifinterpreting fome texts, (as John iti. 5. 
and alfo'Tit. iii..§.) which plainly import a water-baptifm, of an inward 
baptifm of the /piritionly ; whence, by degrees, outward baptiim came 
to be thrown out of the idea of regeneration.” He thus cenfures alfo 
a very common, though improper and mifchievous, practice, S* telling 
the common people, that they ought now. to be regenerated, which 
Few will rightly underftand, inftead of telling them plainly, that they 
ought, with the help of God’s grace, fpeedily to repent and amend, 
which is all the meaning, if it has any good meaning) is giving them 
only a dark leflon, inftcad of a clear one, and thrawing mitts before 
their eyes in a moit momentous article nearly affecting Chriftian 
practice, and: the fpiritual life.” “Again; he notices the danger of 
fpiritual pride, and tee manner in which it too readily infinuates it- 
felf into the minds of even well-difpofed perfons, ‘* If none but 
hypocrites or ill-defigning men were to be drawn jnto this. {nare, the 
fempiation would be coarfely laid, and be the lefs apt to deceive: but 
the weil meaning pretenders, to the /pirit, who through a fecret un- 
peiceived” /elf-flattery, or a complexional melancholy, firft deceive 
ae: they are, ‘of all men, the fitteft to deceive others.” As a 
cation *againft being mifled by any fuppofed impulfe of the Holy 
Spirit, he lays down a plain rule for‘judging ¢* whether it comes 
from Satan, (if it be Teally fupernatural) or from the Spirit of Ged. 
If God in the foul (as fome term it).commands any thing contrary to 
God in the Bible; as, for inftance, to be difebedient to lawful fupe- 
riors in things good and lawful, to break comely order and regular- 
sty,” &c. &c. ** then may we be affured, that it is not the God of 
heaven that does it, but the Ged of this world, (if any) which fome- 
times blinas the minds of them that believe not, left the glorious gofpel of 
Chrifi (the fovereign rule of Chrittian faith and conduct) fhould fhine 
ppen them,”’ One more remark only we fhall quote, of the ren 
_— cellent 





ee a a a ae 


Tr" @5 


es 














Waterland’s Regeneration fated and explained. SY. 


cellent tendency, and which welldeferves to be attended to by many 
of the prefumptuous railers of the prefent day. ‘* He that is ded by 
the fpirit, and walks by the written rules of the fpirit, he, and he 
only, can upon fure grounds fay; that he has the /pirit. And when 
he can fay it, let him fay it to bimje/f, and to God (whom he eught 
to thank for fo ineftimable a blefing); and let him not rafhly boa? 
of it before the world, nor cenforioufly judge or defpife others; for 
that would be directly copying after the proud Phari/ee, and would 
infallibly guench the fpirit.” 

We have already extended this article fo much beyond the ufual 
Jength of reviewing a fingle ferman, that we mutt forbear indulging 
ourfelves with further extracts. But it were an injuftice to this emi- 
nently ufeful pertormance, not to notice the very copious and learned 
references, which it contains, to ancient and modern authors of the 
moft deferved reputation. The ftudent in theology who fhall purfue 
the courfe of reading here pointed out to him, will find his labours 
amply rewarded, by the rich ftores of piety and wifdom that will be 
laid open to his view; and he can hardly fail of being comipletely 
armed againtt the errors of the times, which are indeed {6 often 
blended with truth, or veiled under the moft infidious fophiftry, that 
jt requires no common degree of Jearning, folidity, and penetration, 
to be able to difcern and expofe their fallacy. . 

Upon thefe grounds, we efteem ourfelves greatly obligéd to the 
editors, for their judicious and feafonable republication of'this maf- 
terly performance; and we rejoice to hear of the probability, through 
the fame channe), of other tracts of fimilar merit and tendency being 
fhortly reprinted, ts 
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The Satires of Decimus Junius Juvenalis, translated into Englich Verse. By Wm. 
Gifford, E'qg. Quarto. Pp. 486, Nicol. 1802. 


Bet a or Cannip Criticism.—If you have a mind to depre- 
ciate a work of acknowledged excellence out of pique to thewau- 
thor, either becaufe he is a friend to focial order and legal government, 
or becaule he has dared to chaliife a man whofe every word is a libel, 
and every action a crime, the followmg rules are recommended, as the 
molt eficacious means to acconiplith the defign. 

First, bettow every general abuie potlible on the condu@ of the work, 
and of the character and perfon of the author; feafoned_with a plentiful 
{prinkling of the grofleft epithets the — language affords. 

Secondly, by way of thewing your candour, felect fome quotations which 
you fay have merit, though among the numerous faults of the work they are 

Rari nantes in gurgite vafta ; 
but be fure they are fome of the weakeit parts of the poem: by which you 
will thew how ready you are to praife, and how deferving a poem mutt 
be of cenfure, when {uch are the only parts which fo much candour can 
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find worthy of approbation: and if in thefe quotations there fhould happen 
to be what are, or whiat you imagine to de, incorrect rhymes, or colloquial 
pbrafes, point them out to your readers by printing them iu Italicks. 

Thirdly, fearch with the eye of a lynx ri all the paflages, many of which 
maft occur in a work of fuch length, and which it is beyond the power of 
human genius and human diligence to ayoid; bring them all together be- 
fore the reader, and aflure him they are fair and juit {pecimens of the ex- 
ecution of the whole. — | 

And fourthly, if the author throughout his whole body of notes has fhown 
a real regard for rational liberty, and an abhorrence for the tyranny of thole 
monfters who wore the Roman purple, do not call him a republican or a 
democrat, for that would be confidered as a high panegyrick by the gene- 
rality of your readers, but boldly affert at once, without producing any 

f, that he is a hireling of government, and a friend to defpotifm, which 
are of courfe fynonimous terms. 

All thete modes are exemplified in the critique on Gifford’s Juvenal, in 
the Critical Review. The Reviewer has not felecied one pailage of ex- 
cellence; and in thofe he does cite as fuch, he points eut in Ita- 
licks what he conceives fo be yulgar expreflion, and (following the {chool 
of Gilbert Wakefield in correct rhymes) never recollecting that Juvenal, 
though very {pirited and, often fublime, is himfelfa coarfe writer, and does 
not affect elewancs of expreilion ; and that there is not one rhyme obje@ted 
to which may not be found in Pope, who certainly carried the verfification 
of the Englifh language to the greatelt extent of refinement it could bear, 
without weakening its energy and loading it with the flackles which have 
degraded the verie of France from the rank of poetry; and whom even 
this critic allows, in his concluding fentence, to be “ a diftinguifhed mafs 
ter of the Britith lyre.” : 

The reviewer is very witty on Mr. Gifford in this paflage. “ Mr. Gift 
ford follows preceding tranflators” (cvery one, by the way, muft follow thole 
who precede them) “ principally in faults. We exemplify by an amuting 
fpecimen ; 2°. 

“ LeGus erat Codro Procula miror. . Juv. iii. 205. 
« Juvenal remarks only that ‘ the bed of Codrus was too thort tor Procula.’ 
This tran{iator, imitating Holyday, meatures the lady alfo, and adds that 
Codrus had no other bed ; 

« Codrus had but one bed, and that too thort 

« For his fhort wife. 
Dryden is ftill more delicately {portive ; 

« Codrus had but one bed,—-{o thort to boot, 

« That his hort wife’s thort legs hung dangling out.” . 

Now it appears to us that Mr. Gifford here has exactly given the fenfe 
of Juvenal without running into the delicate {portivenefs of Dryden. The 
pailage might be a good joke to contemporaries, who knew the fize of Pro- 
cula, bat required explanation to us; and to make the fenfe of a tranilation 
depend on reference to a note is like the fign painter who was obliged to 
write under his figure “ this is the red lion,” to explain what it was meant 
to reprefent. ‘The one bed is plainly implied in the original. 

Let us take a while a ore pleafing tatk, and quote fome of thofe paf- 
fages which give this tranilation the merited epithet of excellent. 

Can any lines be more fpisited and yet more faithful to the original, than 
thefe in the tenth fatire. | 
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« The fpoils of War; the trunk in triumph placed, 
And with the gleanings of the battle graced, 
Crufh’d helms, and batter’d thields; and {treamers borne 
From vanquith’d fleets, and beams from charivts torn, 
And captives rang’d around in mournful flate, 
Are priz’d as blefiings fearcely known to fate ; 
Fir’d with the love of thefe, what countlefs fwarms, 
Barbarians, Romans, Greeks, have rufh’d to arms, 
All danger flighted, and all toil defied, 
And madly conquer’d, or as madly died! 
So much the raging thirft of fame exceeds . 
The generous warmth which prompts to worthy deeds, 
That none confe(s fair Virtue’s uine power, 
Or woo her to their breaft, without a dower. 
Yet has this wild defire, in other days, 
This boundlefs avarice of a few for praife, 
This frantsc rage for names to grace a tomb, 
Involv’d their country in one general doom ; 
Vain rage! the roots of the wild fig-tree rile, Ot ks 
Strike through the marble, and—their memory dies ; 
For, like their mouldering tenants, tombs decay, 
And with the duft they hide, are (wept away. 
n this concluding pailage of the tame fection : 
« © Thou, who fee’ft the wants of human kind, 
Grant me all health of body, health of mind; 
A foul prepar’d to meet the frowns of fate, 
And look undaunted on a future {tate ; 
That reckons death a bleffing, yet can bear 
Exiftence nobly, with its weight of care ; 
That anger and defire alike refirains, 
And counts Alcides’ toils and cruel pains, 
Superior to the feafts, the wanton (port, 
And morbid foftnefs of the Aflyrian court. 
«“ This, thou to give thyfelf may’lt well fuffice :—~ 
The only path to peace through virtue lies. 
O Fortune, Fortune! all thy boafted powers . 
Would fhrink to nothing, were but prudence ours: 
But man, fond man, exalts thee to the {pheres, 
And clothes thee in the attributes he feavs !” 
have felected thefe examples from the tenth Satire, becaufe an in- 
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vidious comparifon is drawn by the reviewer between the imitation of 


Johnfo 


n and the tranflation of Gifford. 


In the third Satire this {plendidly fevere paflage in the original, 


* Da teitem Rome 
ridiculos homines facit” 








Sat. ILI, V. 137-153, 


thus admirably tranflated by Gifford, is, except the concluding fentence, 


totally 


omilied by Johnton, 

‘« Produce at Rome your witneis; Ict him boaf 
The fanétity of Cybele’s fam’d hoft, 
Of Numa, or of Him whofe zeal divine 
Snatch’d pale Minerva from her blazing flitine ; 
Firit to explore his weaith the judges hafte, 
His honour, and his honey, the lal— 
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* What does his table coft him; can you guefs? 

« What fervants, what demefnes does he poilefs?” 
Thele weighty matters known, his faith they rate, 
And fquare his probity to his effate. 

The poor may fwear by all'the Immortal Powers, 
By the great Samothracian gods, and ours, 

Their oaths are falfe, they ery; the knaves defpife 
Almighty juftice, and contemn the fkies; 
Almighty juftice knows they lie for bread, 

And bids its thunders fpare each venial head !— 
Add, that the wretch is fill the theme of fcorn, 
If the foil’d vet be rent,/ or’ over-worn, 

If the bare foot through‘ thé burit fhoe appear, 
Or the coarfe boteh betray fome recent {car. 

O Poverty! thy thoufand-ills combin’d, 

Sink not fo deep into the generous mind, 

As the contempt and laughter of mankind.” 


We have already mentioned Mr. G. Wakefield's fafiidious critici‘m on 
the rhymes of Pope: and! throwghout his notes on Pope’s Homer he is Ja- 
wih of cenfure on this fplendid work. To candour that gentleman has: 
for rather had) no pretenfion. In his general obfervations on Homer and 
his tranilator, prefixed to the Odyfiey, he imputes every fault to Pope that 
a tran{lator can poffibly be guilty of. But yet lis concluding confellion is 
fo different from the dark and rooted malignity of this anonymous critic, 
that we think we cannot end this article better than by an infertion of it. 
“ 1 mufi advertile the reader that to notice imperfections was more con- 
fonant to my duty than fo expatiate.on excellence. The numberlefs ele- 
gancies of Pope’s tranflation would in this cafe have'reduced me to the ne- 
ceflity of perpetual exclamation only with no great deference to the tafie 
and lagacity of the reader: Pulchré, bene, recté! muli have been the wea- 
rifome and monfirous burthen of every paragraph. The gay profufion of 

etic flowers through this Paradife of the Mufes, beams with a bloom of 
sean and breathes with a gale of fragrance which mult create vibrations 
of pleature on the dull fenfortum even of the mott inanimate oblerver, and 
will charm the more delicate fenfations of fympathetic fouls with inex- 
preilible and etérnal rapture,” 


Letter to the Electors of Nottingham. By John Cartwright, Efq. Svo. Pe. 
67. Printed by Willfon and Co. Oriental Prefs. No Pudlisher’s name. 
1803. 

A Letter to Mr. Robert Davison, Worsted Shinner, Ai nold, By Mr. Alexander 
Foxcrofi, Attorney at Law, Nottingham ; with the Reply of the former 
thereto. Svo. Pe. 31. Nottingham printed; Jordan, London. i803. 

4 Postscript to Thoughts on the late General Electiot, as demonstrative of the Pro- 
gress of Jacobinism. Svo. Pr. 27. Rivingtons. 1803. 

E have clafled thefe three publications together (in the order in 
which they appeared) becaule they relate to the fame fubjeét, and 


the fame arguments will apply to them all. Aad we have placed them in 
this 
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this department of our work, in order to exhibit the condu& of the Monthly 
Reviewers in its proper light ; fince thele gentlemen, whom for fome time 
pait we have purpolely forborne to notice, feem énce more difpofed to 
throw off the maik, and openly to avow their real principles and fenti- 
ments, which, for a time, we made it their intereit to conceal. 

In our review of Mr. Davilon’s former pamphlets,* we proved, from his 
own words, that this fpinner of worfted, who proclaimed himfelf to be a 
ftaunch whig, would, had he lived inuthe days of our firft Charles, and 
had acted confiftently with his principles, have been a rede] and a regicide. 
That he and all his Nottingham worthies who atlociated in the fame caufe, 
ate true whigs, we are not permitted to doubt, fince the fact has fince been 
declared, in the Houfe of Commons, by their champion Mr. Fox, who is 
a whig himfelf; and afterwards by the diflenting condudors of the Month- 
ly Review, who aflure their readers, that “ Mr. Davifon is amanly, clear- 
headed whig.”+ Thus, what we have faid of Mr. Davifon, clearly ap- 
plies to the whole body of modern whigs, who, thinking, or profefling to 
think, that Charles the Firff was a tyrant who, by his granny, was sustly 
brought to the block, are evidently to be confidered in the fame Jight.— 
We have now the creed of modern whiggifm explained, and “happy are 
we that the worthy gentlemen have {poken out upon the fubject. Before 
then, we proceed to notice the three pamphlets before us, we will juit 
contraft the fentiments of thefe illu(trious whigs with thofe of all true mem- 
bers of the Church of England, as explained :n the Liturgy of that Church. 

Horne Tooke, the bofom friend of Sir Francis Burdett, the gentleman whe 
would go no farther on the road to Windfor, on a fatriotic errand, than 
Hounslow, probably becaule the Heath beyond exhibits a moft uncomfort- 
able memento mori for patriots engaged in fuch a buline‘s; and a leading 
member of the Jig @lus, declared, as our readers mult recolle&, on a 
memorable occafion, ‘that had he lived in the reign of our firft Charles, he 
would have been the firtt man to plunge a dagger into the heart of his fo- 
vereign. We cannot pretend to fay whether the /Vorsted Whig of Arnold 
would have taken fo active a part in that patriotic work of regicide, but 
he certainly would have applauded the Vimbledon Hero for his patriotifm, 
as he has told us of “ that tyranny which justly brought Charles to the 
block.” And Mr. Fox and the Monthly Reviewers, having x adopted this fen- 
timent, would certainly have been either principals in, or acceffaries to, 
the murder of their Prince. Now let us hear what the Liturgy, {peaking 
the language of that Church, of which every Member of Parliament and every 
Magistrate of Nottingham, muit, unlets he be guilty ot Aerjwy, be a member, 
deciares‘on the fubjeét of that ailatiination. Prefixed to the prayers for 
the anniver‘ary of what thefe whigs call the just execution of King Charles, 
is the following order of the Church: “ A Form of Prayer with Fasting, to 
be ufed yearly upon the thirtieth of January, being the day of ihe Mar- 
TYKRDOM of the dlesed King Cuarces I. to implore the n mercy of God, 
that neither the ewi/t of that sacred and innocent blood, nor thofe other fins, 
by which God was provoked to deliver up both us and durking into the 
hands of crue! and unreafonable men, imay at any Ume hereafter be vitited 





* See Anti-Jacozin Review, Vol. XIV. p. 177, et feq. 
-* Monrury Review for February laft, p. 218. 
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upon us ot our pofterity.” In the prayers appointed for this folemn day 

national expiation and repentance we find the following expreflions :— 
« O moft mighty God, who didit fuffer the life of our graciqus Sovereign 
-King Charles the Firft to be, as this day, taken away by the hands of 
cruel and bloody men; lay not the guilt of this innocent blod—to the charge 
of the people of this land.” In another prayer he is called ‘“ our mar- 
tyred Sovereign,” who, by the grace of God, ‘‘ was enabled fo cheerful 
to follow the fieps of his bleffed Mafter and Saviour, in a confiant mee 
fuffering of all his barbarous indignities, and at laft refifting unto blood, 
and even then, according to the fame pattern, praying for his murderers.” 
We could make other quotations to the fame effect, but thefe will fuffice 
to put the Church at iffue with the whigs, and poflibly to induce the au- 
thor to look, for once, into fo old-fafhioned a book, as the Prayer Book.— 
So much for the loyalty of the whigs, including the patriotic reclufe of St. 
Anne’s Hill, the worfted [pinner of Arnold, and the Monthly Reviewers, 
who boldly aflert that Mr. Davifon “ has defended his charaéter and _ po- 
litical principles with great fpirit and ability’—certainly with the fpirit of 
a whig and the ability of a fe‘ssarde. We fhall now turn to another nota- 
ble whig, John Cartwright, Efq. ° 

The temper of Mr. Cartwright’s publications might be conje@ured from 
this circumftance alone ; that he can find no book{eller bold enough to pub- 
lihh them; hence the author is obliged to be his own publither. The ob- 
je&t of the prefent pamphiet is to recommend Mr. Cartwright es a proper 
reprefentative for } eo and to fay the truth, if, as he contends, 
the Members of the Houfe of Commons be merely the truliees of the per- 
fons by whom they are elected, and if all the electors of Nottingham were 
fuch “ manly, clear-headed whigs” as Mr. R. Davifon, the worfied-{pin- 
ner, they could not chufe a more fuitable reprefentative than this ci-devant 
major. ’ 

The greater part of this ftupid and prolix differtation is a fenfelefs jar- 

n about constitution and yhular representation, fvarcely intelligible, we 
thould think, to any but the fages of the London Corresponding Society. Before 
he tells us what he des mean, he deems it expedient to tell us what he 
does mot mean, (which appears to be much the eafielt part of the tafk) and 
alfo with whom he does ot agree. He does not agree with Mr. Reeves in 
his definition of the conititution; this is natural, becaufe Mr. Reeves is a 
lawyer and underitands the conftilulion, whereas he, Mr. C., evidently 
knows nothing about it. Nor yet does he agree with Mr. Arthur Young ; 
nor with Lord Grenville; nor with Mr. Vindham; nor with Mr. Dundas, nor 
with Mr. Pitt, Having adopted this train of argument, it might natu- 
rally be expected that having told us with whom he does wot agree, he 
would next inform us with whom he dees agree. But that would not have 
been perfeétly confiftent with prudence. The deficiency, however, is 
eafily fupplied ; for, as far as we can underfiand him, he agrees with Tho- 
mas Paine, with Lorne Tooke, Joel Barlow, Hardy the shoemaker, O’Coigley, and 
Sir. Francis Burdett’s worthy friend, Arthur O’Comnor. His diflent from 
Mr. Windham he thus explains. 

« With the learned advocate for bull-baiting, with the vindiGtive cham- 
pion of ‘ a vigour beyend the law,’ who ‘ deprecates even peace if reform 
he to follow,’ and who ‘ lecks wp in_military prifons an Englifh foldiery, 
to wean them-from the feelings, and to render them’ deaf ‘to the com- 
plaints of an injured Englith people’ (of Defpard and his affociates for in- 
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fiance) ‘ I cannot agree; for m truth I cannot behold the barrack-badges 
of my country’s degradation from the dignity of freedom, I cannot witnels 
this bayonet profanation of our facred confiitution without fhame and in- 
dignation.” 

It muft be confeiled, that a military defence is a terrible obftacle to the 
allertion of the sacred right of tusurrectiog, and that darracks are awkward im- 
pediments to that facility of communication which is neceflary for giving 
full effect to fatriotic admonitions. Mr. C. of courfe agrees with Mr. Da- 
vifon in his opinion of the late adminittration, of whom, with equal regard 
to decency and jfruth, he aflerts, that they were “ men whole defpotifm 
in its cruelty rivalled the inquilition; and whofe miniftry, to the indelible 
difhonour of our age and nation, and for which every Englithman owes 
them perfonal refentment, was dilgraced by the brutality of Torture.” 
What he means by this he has not condeicended to explain. He con- 
cludes his tirade by calling them, “ tyrannical, unjuft, and inhuman.” 

In explaining what he does mean by the confiitution, Mr. C. alfures us 
that the very ioul of it is representation and folitical.liderty, which are 
“convertible terms;” they are indeed conversible, for of late years they 
have been converted, by whigs, into avarchy and rebellion, But the diberty 
which he means is not to be tound, he tells us, in this country, at prefent J 
nor yet the Aolitical representation LO which he adverts; fo that it follows; as a 
neceilary inference from his premifes, that the confiitution no lenger exits, 
in fhort, that we have no fuch thing as a conititution; and, indeed, alf 
his arguments, like thofe of that arch-rebel Thomas Paine, tend to efla- 
blifh this fact. As far as we can collect his meaning from his declamation, 
he means to affert that there is no liberty in this country, without unipersal 
suffrage and annual parliaments, nor even then, unleis the reprefentatives fo 
chofen act as the mere delegates of theif conftituents, confiantly fabje@ 
to their orders anid revocable at their plealure. One other condition too, 
he affirms, is indifpenlably requifite to the exiftence of politicalliberty ; 
that the people fhould all bear arms, and that there fhould be no hirelmg 
foldiers. And this he has the folly and the effrontery to maintain, is the 
real conftitution of England! Were we to aik him where we are to look 
for this conilitution, he probably might refer us to the archives of the Lon- 
don Corvelponding Society, or to the records ef the Whig Club. Cer- 
tainly not to the Statute Book, not to the laws of England, to which alone 
anv rational man would refer forit. And this chimera of his own brain, 
which never did, which never can exift, in a Monarcny, he calls on 
the people to adopt, urging them, in pretty plain terms, to employ both 
their hearts and their hands, in enforcing the adoption é it by the nation. 
“ Taxation, without reprefentation” fuch as prevails in England, he fays, 
“even in the flighteft degree, ought to create univerfal alarm, and beget 
universal ofihosition; but when experienced in an extreme—when amounting 
to a national calamity, as heavy as univerial, every bofom ought to glow 
with a fenfe of the common duty; every hand ought to bear its teftimony 
againft the wrong; every voice ought to be raifed to demand redrefs.”—— 
And that there may be no mistege as to his fentiments on this fubject, he 
reminds his fovereign, that it was nothing but “ taxation without reprefen- 
tation that coft King Charles the Firft his crown and his life ;” and was 
one of the prominent feaiures in “ the defpotic meafures for which Kin 
James was driven from the throne.” Now when we confider the perf 
uniformity of fentiment between this writer, and his sane eet sah 
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Robert Davifon; when we find the latter declaring that King Charles / 


ustly 
Joft his head on the block, and the former imputing his death folely to 
taxation without reprefentation, fuch as he declares now prevails tm this 
country, and which he fays is “ to rule and to rob,” warning his fovereign 
of the fate of that prince, calling upon his countrymen to retift the prefent 
fyftem of government, telling them,. “ oppofition is vain, redrefs muft be 
given,” and calling it “a fyfiem fo degrading,—a fyltem fo flagitious,— 
a fyitem which is ‘no other than defpotifin and pillage combined, [ truft in 
God the Englith nation will rather periih than endure ;” there is but one 
inference that can be drawn froin his arguments, both as to his motives 
and his object. 

To temind fuch a fAatriot, that if every man had a vote, and no man was 
free who was not reprefented, in every contefted election, the minority 
would be left in a ftate of slavery, becaule, they would have no delegate 
to {peak their fentiments and to receive their orders ;—that if a repreten- 
tative fo chofen was fubject to the dire¢tions of his conftituents on every 

ublic queftion, the year for which he was elected would be devoted to 
the fole purpofe of confulting them, and the public bufinefs could not pof- 
fibly be tranfacied ;—that if liberty confifted in having no faid troops, and 
every man bore arms; one of two things muft follow, that either the whole 
body muft act, and the’ neceflary occupations of life be neglecied; ora 
part only muit act, and they be fupplied with the means of fubfiftence by 
thofe who remained inaétive ; and then the whole fyitem would fall to the 
po for the former would be as much Airelings as our prefent army.— 

o remind fuch a patriot as Mr. C., we fay, of thefe s#ifing objections to 
his notab'e plan of reform, or, to fpeak more correétly, of subversion, would 
be a vain and fruitlels taik; for his {felf-confidence is as determined as his 
ignorance is incorrigible. 

When Mr. Reeves afferted a plain faét refpecting the parliamentary con- 
flitution of this country, g former Houfe of Commons, to their eternal in- 
famy be it recorded, determined that the father of the loyal aflociations 
fhould be profecuted; but what will the prefent Houle of Commons fay 
to aman who has the audacity to afk this qheftion?—** Can such a House 
of Commons possess the right of taxation?” Ifthe Houle do not poflefs this 
right, they have, indeed, been guilty of ufurpation and robbery ; but we 
fulpect they will tell this furious whig a different ftory—He proceeds, 
however, to ftate, that the quettion refpecting the affertion of this right, 
on the part-of the Houle, “ is neither more nor lefs than whether the Pro- 

perry of the whole nation {hall in future belong to its right owners, or 
through the well-paid agency of a reptile faction, to the crown. On the 
decifion of this queftion mult depend, whether we fhall henceforth be a 
nation of ftee-men, or a herd of crouching flaves;—and flaves fleeced of 
their property to rivet their chains. And, can this reptile faction, can this 
crew of trafhckers in voting fiones, and invifible corporations, believe, 
that an intelligent, a proud, and high-fpirited peop'e, who, for attempting 
TAXaTION witHouT Representation, hurled from the throne their 
ancient kings, will endure Taxation without Reprefentation from their 
mean and polluted hands! Shall it be endured, that a faction fo con- 
‘temptible, tha!ll confider themfelves as lords of all property, and as tatk- 
matters ‘of the whole people ; property to be given on demand in fuch pros 
portions as shey pleaie ; and the people, to toil for their profit, on the terms 
they thall impofe! Shalbthis corrypt company of political aia a => 
thete 
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thefe copattners in iniquity,—thefe buyers and {fellers of human liberty 
and human blood,—thele babbling echoes of ‘ Peace, peace, peace; war, 
war, war;’ without a motive but lordid gain;—thall a faction of men fuch 
as thefe, be fuffered to {urvey this fair land as ¢herr own ?” 

Of the government of this country he entertains the fame exalted idea as 
of the Houfe of Commons. After flating that there can be no /iéerty where 
there is no egual reprefentation ; and atierting that there is no fuch repre- 
fentation in England ; he fays, “ by the fecurity of Jiderty and Aroferty, or 
the contrary, it is precifely determined, whether a government be Goop or 
BAD; valuable or worthlefs; a blefling or. a.curfe. Where both liberty 
and property are wot fafe the government is vicious and oppreflive.” It is 
evident, therefore, that, in his eftimation, the government of Great Britain 
is bad, worthlefs, acurfe, vicious and opprellive ! ! 

But though.he withes to defiroy the parliament and to refift the go- 
vernment, he pays homage to the feoile. “ I mult not plead fora mere 
equality of claims on the part of the people, whofe rights are inherent, 
original, and paramount; while peers, king, and conftitution iticlf, all de- 
rived from them, are the mere creatures of tAeir political creation.” The 
Liturgy and the WWhig-Creed are again at variance, for the fo:mer (which, 
we fuppofe, is no authority with Mr. Cartwright) teaches us to contider 
our king as “ the chofen fervant,” the ‘“ minifier” of the Lord, and as 
having the “ authority” of the Lord; not of the Aegsle. But, fays Mr, C, 
‘the only underived and abfolute fovereignty, is the fovereignty inherent 
in the people; none but the people can change the constitution,”—a pretty 
broad hint truly!—« A people free and not sovereign, is a contradiction in 
terms.” This execrable nonfenfe of the sovereiguty of subjects, were it not 
for the lamentable confequences which it has already produced in France, 
and had it not a direét tendency to promote rebellion and regicide wher- 
ever it is promulgated, would be a fubjeét of laughter and contempt. 

After the fpecimens which we have, exhibited of Mr, Cartwright’s prin- 
cip'es there can be little difference of opinion refpeciing the tpecies of 
reform which he is anxious to produce in this country; when he calls upon 
the people to exercife that voice which “ has been already heard at Nor- 
tingham and at Norwich; in No folk, Kent, and Middlesex ;” telling them, at 
the fame time, that “ the prefent decayed and perverted ftate of our re- 
prefentation, and the corrupt fyfiem of government engrafted thereupon, 
MUST lead either to seti/ed despotism, or to civil war, unlels averted by 
REFORM.” Yet, though {peaking fo plainly, he does not helitate to affert, 
“ that the caufe of reform has an advocate in THE HEIR TO THE THRONE, 
ve have reafon to know.”—* So, for fuch an alliance” (between the crown 
and the people) “ fo evidenced” (by an equal reprefentation through uni- 
verfal fuffrage) “ and fo guaranteed” (“ by the arms of a million of free 
men”) “ and at no diftant period, we may confidently look.” Were there 
the fmalleft foundation for this audacious aflertion, what dreadful appre- 
henfions would it excite in the mind of every friend to the Britifh mo 
narchy, Butit mutt be a grofs libel on the illulirious perfonage to whom 
the author alludes. The Afonthly Reviewers, however, adopt all the fenti- 
ments of this Nottinghamfhire patriot, and found forth his pratfes con amofe. 
“ Undauntedly”—fay they, in their number for February—* he continues 
{o maintain the neceflity of a parliamentary reform. In a flrain of bold, 
nervous, and animated eloqaence, he attacks that which is termed the 
borongh-faction, and reprobates with indignation the defpoti¢ princip'e 
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of taxation without heprefentation. To true x whig , including we truit the 
sancta cohors comitum” the whole corps of Monthly Reviewers we {uppole, 
“ many of Major Cartwright’ s periods will be highly relifhing, while to 
thofe of an oppofite cait they will be ‘ wormw ood. The murder of a 
King (Charles) and the fovercignty of the people, are, no doubt, ‘ relishing” 
mor! lls, tit-bits, for a berd of Ritent ug critics. But we thank thele gen- 
tlemen for once more sfeatiag out; we are now at ilfue with them again ; 
and will either drive them from the field, or be driven trom it ourlelves. 

Next in order are Mr. Foxcroft’s letter to Mr. Daviton, and the anfwer 
of the latter. The letter occupies but three pages and a half; the an{wer 
twenty-four, The former we fhall extraa, as being fhort, and as explain- 
ing the ground of the difpute. 


“ To Mr. Robert Davison, Worsted Spinner, Arnold. 


‘¢ Sir,—The fame re gard which you profels to have for your own cha- 
rater, as being the caule of your late corre! ‘pondence with a gentleman of 

this town on the fubject of an atlertion which you have charged him with 
making to your prejudice, ought to have made you cautious ‘that you did 
not fall into the c ulpable fituation of which you complain. 

“« By a late publication of your le ‘tters, 1 obferve you have in one of 
them atierted that the manner of ac quiri ing the fign: atures to the petition of 
the burgefles lately prefented to the Houle of Commons againit the late 
eleGion, will refle@ an everlatiing difgrace on, thole concerned in it, and 
will be an eternal monument of their bei ‘ing ready to do any thing for emo- 
lument; and you fay, the deceit and falfe hood tifed in procuring the major 
part of thole fignatures, and the coercion exercifed to prevent the manly 
and ingenuous recantations of thofe fo impofed upon, thall be fully ex- 
poled at a proper feafon, 

“ Now, Sir, your fiery temper cannot wait that feafon, you knew I was 
the perfon profegiqna]ly employed to fee the petition figned, and therefore 
muft know, that you was charging me with deceit, falfehood, and fraud ; 
wantonly, unprovokedly, and in a private correfpondence with which thefe 
petitions had no manner of connexion. You have trumpeted your charge 
in print to the public, io enable them to prejudge the cafe,—and as faras it 

‘as in your poxer, to injure my character; fo that notwithftanding all 
your boafted liberality, you are feelingly alive for your own character, but 
can impudently trample upon another man’s. 

“ I fhould have hoped that the abufe you. have fo liberally beftowed on 
others, for what you are pleafed to term fal/eboo 7, would have given you 
the hint not to have fallen into the fame fituation yourfelf—that you would 
not have attempted to boliter up the proceedings at the late Election, but 
that you would have fuftered them to ftand or fall on their own merits or 
demerits at the approaching trial. 

“ However i may prize, my own character, I fNould have fairly refted it 
with the public even upon the credit of your own atfertions (for the man 
that can affert the late EleGtion to have been the moit peaceable of any 
contefted one that is in remerabrance in this town, will not gain much cre- 
dit for veracity with an imparti: 11 public), but as my filence to thefe charges 
might be deemed an ac quietcenc: * in their truth by fome, and (what we ighs 
nfore with me) might tend to injure the caufe of my e nployer, I take the 
fiberty of telling you thus publicly—that thefe a (ertions are Sade, infamous, 
and fcandalous, In obtaining thefe petitions I deceived no man, | was 
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guilty of no falfehood, I ufed no coercion, threats, or intimidation: but if 
you want to know who did—bridle your temper and wait a month, and 
that period will thew you who ufed ail thefe to obtain a counter petition, by 
which wretched means only fifteen out of between five and tx hundred 
were induced to fay, that they did not mean to injure the Magilirates by 
figning Mr. Coke's petition, ‘and feveral of thofe are now furry that they 
ever figned fuch counter petiuon at all. 

‘¢ J am no ftranger to the violence of your temper, I tremble not at its 
fiercett blaits ; I love my country and its conftitution, and though poor, 
emolument was no caufe for my engaging in holding up to pubhe view 
the more than infamous proceeds at this peaceable Election ; and the {warm 
of libels which have been fince Jet loofe upon the public, by wretches 
hired to diftribute them almoft every night, and by every fecret means pof- 
fible. If you are ambitious to appear as an author, and ferious in your 
attack upon calumny, you may find ample tubjects to employ yourfelf up- 
on; fur almoii every good and virtuous character in this town has been 
vilely traduced : but the time is approaching when a general reckoning 
will be called, and I have no doubt but jufiice will be done to all---let 
you and I wait that time with patience. 

“ Be affared I withed not to have appeared jn print, it is yourfelf, that by 
aflerting a barefaced falichoo(, has impelled me to it; 1 have put my al- 
fertion againtt yours---we are upon our country, and that country will 
fuon be able to judge between us by the event I allude to. 

I am yours, &c, Avex. Foxcrorrt. 

“ Nottingham, 15th January, 1803.” 


« P.S. At this moment three perfons are going round the town, threat- 
ening the Burgetfes who figned Mr. Coke’s petition, that unlefs they fign 
a recantation they will be profecvted :---1 hope thefe men will be treated 
by every man of fpirit with a H*****#*p,” 


By all the rules of argument, Mr. Davifon having made an affertion 
which Mr. Foxcroft denies, the weight of proof lays upon the former. Byt 
infiead of attempting lo prove what he had advanced. the wortied {pinner, 
whole tongue, if it be like his pen, muti be more intolerable than the clack 
of his own mills, pours out a torrent of additional abuie and invective; 
heaps aflertion upon affertion, and treats with equal contempt both reafon 
and facts. He re peats his charge, but though he aflirms that “of its truth” 
he poliefies “ confirmation ftrong as proofs of holy writ,” he does not ex- 
hibit a fingle proof, but contents himfelf with ridiculontiy calling on Mr. FY 
to « prove’ ’ his * falfhood.” Prove a negative: Wel. done, wortied {pine 
ner, you improve in argument moft wonderfull y! This is the way in which 
Mr. R. D. thews his reverence for the caule “of truth, and genuine con= 
fi:tutional whiggifm.” He lays about him moit luitily, and w. th as great an 
air of confidence, as if he were haranguing his apprentices in his own 
manufactory, or mnorting them in his own meeting-houie, under the fame 
roof. He accufes Mr, Coke of having figned a petition which he knew to 
contain falhhoods againit the late Mayor and Sherif. A tolerable flretch 
of impudence. But he goes farther, and renews his ajlertion, that 
the late election was the moft peace able: of any contetted one which is 
2 remembrance at Nottingham.” But gently, good Sir, you faid fomee 

thing more than this in your former pamphlet. Your expretlion to 
Mr, Maddocks was=- You know that Nottingham never beheld fucha 
I @ concoure 
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concourfe of people aflembled, nor did its inhabitants ever witnefs the ter- 
mination of a contefied election, with fuch peace and order.” So thst 
fach peace and order never were known, in that moft peaceable and orderly 
tewn, at any time, when fuch a concourle of people was atlembled, not 
merely, atan election, but ata fair, or on any other public oceation. And 
you here again allert, that “this is a fact, and acknowledged to be fo too,” 
even by the warm friends of Mr. Coke. Put, fortunately for that caufe of 
truth which you profels fo firongly to revere, though not quite fo fortunately 
for the caule of “ genuine, conititutional whiggifm,” you have mw not only 
to contend with Melirs. Maddocks and Foxcroft, but with the Committee 
of the Houle of Commons, Yes, Sir, that tribunal, to which you and 
your adverfaries appealed, has, at length, by the mouth of its chairman, 
given the lye direét to your afle:tion thus qualified, and thus renewed, by 
an unequivocal declaration, that the proceedings at Nottingham, during the 
election, amounted to @ gross viclation of the freedom of election, by outrages, 
disturbance, and personal violence ; by representing them as compelling a candidate, 
after repeated insolence and violence, to leave the town which he sought to represent, 
and to which he could not afterwards venture to return, and as involving the mis- 
conduct of the magistrates, whose indispensable duty it was to prevent such froceed- 
sags! Here then is the true character of the feace and order of the Not- 
tingham whigs, eflablifhed by a decifion from which you, Robert Davifon, 
whig and worfied {pinner, with all your confidence, dare not appeal! 
Alas! poor Robert, how art thou chop-fallen! Where are now thy gibes 
and jokes? 

Mr. Davifon having been charged with ufing undue influence, to make 
his workmen vote for the whig candidate, denies the aflertion ; and here 
brings forward /reofs of his own dilinteretied conduct. One man whom he 
had given orders to difmils he retained in his fervice, decsause, fays he, ‘ he 
polled againfi me.” Did this worfted {pinner never hear of a man defiroy- 
ing his own-cred#t, or injuring his own caule, by Aroving too much. Mt he 
never {aw a man of this de(cription, let him look mm the glafs. His other 

roof is a man who had told him that he was refolved to give a fingle vote 
to Mr. Birch. But Mr. D. very confcientioufly advifed him not to give 
offence to his friends by fo votmg. The man, however, as Mr. D. proba- 
bly forefaw, and as, unqueftionably, he hada right to expeét, adhered firmly 
to his refolution, and gave Mr. Birch a plumper. Thele are very convincive 

roofs indeed. Mr. D. underfiands {pinning, no doubt, better than writing, 
if he did not indeed, it muft be a Jofing concern to him ; for a more mifer- 
able compotition than this letter, compofed with the ability of a ploughman, 
and the temper of a Billing{gate, we have feldom perufed; and, therefore, 
we give him the friendly advice, notwithfianding the encouragement he 
has received from his diilenting brethren, the Monthly Reviewers,* ta 





* « A Continuation of the Nottingham Eleétion Controverfy, Parch- 
ment versus Worfted Stockings; in which Parchment rattles moft Juitily. 
but Wortted Stockings gives lim fuch a hard dry rub in reply, that he fhrinks 
vanquifhed from the field. Indeed, the Wortted-fiockir g conceals a two- 
edged {word ef no common keennefs and temper, by which the parchment 
is cut to atoms, and made the {port of the winds.” M. R. for February, 

. 219. We exhibit this as a {fpecimen of elegant critici'm, and a {ample 
of whig honelty. 
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ftick to his trade. Ne futor ultra crepidam—which we tranflate, for the 
country whigs, efpecially thofe of Nottingham ;—Spinner, fiick to your 
enny. 

We, at length, turn our eyes to a publication of a very different de‘crip- 
tion from the two we have reviewed; to one written by a gentleman who 
undérftands the conftitution of his country, and who venerates it becaufe 
he underftands it. 

Mr. Bowles beyins his Poftfeript, by informing his readers, that having 
been called upon by a trio of Nottingham whi gs, viz. John Davilon, late 
mayor; (brother, we prefume, to the worlied Tpinner of A.nold) Thomas 
Oldknow and Jofeph Oldknow, aldermen ; to retract his ailertion re! ipect- 
ing the Goddets of Reafon, which “did nol contain one fyllable of truth,” 
he felt it to be his duty, to inititute a farther inquiry into this firange bufi- 
nefs, which, he tells us, “ has had the effect, not only of sudstanti: ally con- 
firming, by evidence the motft conclutive, his geneial fiatement, but of 
bringing to light fome additional circumfiances, which, he is forry to fay, 
prove that flatement to have been fhort of the truth.” So much for the 
veracity of thele Nottingham patriots, and particularly of Mr, Robert Davi- 
fon, the worlted {pinner, who had, with a boldnefs peculiar to himfelf, 
roundly aflerted—* // is false, that any tree or bough, denominated the tree 
of liberty, was carried in the proceflion. —I/t is false, that any revolutionary 
airs were fung or played.—Z/+ is false ‘that any expreflion was uled during 
the proceflion, which indicated the {malleit difrefpeét, much lels a total 
abhorrence of kings.” In oppofition to this direct denial, Mr. Bowles, 
after due and deliberate enquiry, folemnly afirms— 

« It is now an hiftorical fact, that in a populous town, in the very heart 
of Great Britain, amidit thouiands and tens of thoufands of {pectators, a 
fcene has taken place, the very deleription of which tranfports the mind 
inftantaneoufly to the worit periods of the French revolution; a {cene in 
whichf& tree of liberty, + a republican tri-coloured ftiandard, ‘and French 
national cockades, were publicly exhibited—in which Revolutionary airs 
were played and fung—in which a Goddels of Realon walked in folemn 
procetiion ; and which was crowned by a well known ceremony at Not- 
tingham, that of planting the Tree of Liberty, around which the Jacobini- , 
cal mob exultingly danced, vociferating, ‘ We'll down with all Kings, and 
Millions be free.’ Nor was this all. The French revolutionary charaéter 
of the procefiion was not left to depend upon mere fymbols, however cha- 
racteriitic and unequivocal. ‘The day on which the proceiiion took place, 
happened to be the 14th of July; a day rendered memorable by the de- 
firuction of the Bafiile, and made the epoch from which the French revo- 
lution took its date. - This circumflance was not forgotten. The mob were 
exprefsly reminded of the day, the defiru€ion of the Baftile was men- 
tioned to them as a caufe for joy andexultation, That day and that event 
were defcanted upon with wngualified praite. No lamen tation w as uttered 
on account of the fanguinary ferocity, by which the people of Paris dif- 





- —- 


* + It has been infinuated that what has been called a tree of liberty 
was only the bough of a Birch tree, procured in honour of the fuccefsful 
candidate. It mult be left to the initiated in Revolutionary mytleries to 
decide whether a Birch tree may not make as good a tree of liberty as any 
tree of the foreft.” 
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graced human nature on that occation. No regret was exproffed for the 
atrocious murder of De Launay and Fleffelles, who then fell victims to the 
molt lavage barbarity which a civilized peo ple had ever dilplayved; no com- 
piaint was uttered for the numberlels crimes, the horrors, the mallac res, 
which, during the years of anarchy that are computed from the above day, 
have rendered France an Aceldama and a charnel houfe. All! this was 
afed over in profound filence ; and the day which is rendered for ever in- 
woe by fuch tranfactions, and fuch confeque neces, was announced, as if 
it‘had thed a luftre and beliowed a dignity on that which was then pailing ; . 
and had rendered the cafual coincidence, in the calendar, between the tri- 
je 48 at Paris over legitimate government, and that at Nottingham over the 
ights of election, a fubject of congratulation.’ 

Mr. B. oblerves, that “ after the evidence which has really been adduced 
before a Committee of the Houfe of Commons, an unqualified denial of the 
exhibition of a French proceilion at Nottingham w ill fearcely be made.” 
But he thinks it probable that attempts will be made “to fofien down 
proc ceedings ” which can no longer be denied. Adverting to the proceed- 
ings before the Committee of the’ Houle, he remarks, that to eftablifh the 
facts of the proceffion formed no part of the Petitioner’s cafe, though Capt. 
Johnfon’s evidence “ tiamped it indelibly with a gallic re volutionary cha- 
racter;” but, if it had, abundant proofs of all the facts advanced by him 
wouk ! have been produced, 

“« Many re {pe étable perfons, in and about Nottingham, were eye-wit- 
nefles of the facts alluded to; though mai ay more withdre Ws in grief and in 
terror, from fo thocking a tpectacle. Nay, the very female who perfonated 
the Goddels of Realon, has fince acknowledged that fhe appeared in the 
above character; and one of the forty-two women who followed her has 


vouched the.fame faét, with the additional circumfances that the perfon of 


the former Was moft indecently expofed, and that fhe was in a fiate of in- 
toxication. “in fhort, the mot abundant proof of the defcription * the 
proceflion, which is contained in page 3 of this work, is ready to b pros 
duced, il thoie, who haye threatened the Author with a profecution for 
his charges againlt the /eyal town of Nottingham, will realize their threats, 
For this mode of intimidation has been attempted, in order to obtain from 
him an abandonment of his charges. He does not, indeed, claim any ex- 
traordinary degree of hi ardihood, : rnot having been intimidated by mena- 
ces, which he ‘confidered mere ly as dyutum fuimen, and which, after the fe- 

vere and ] juli chaftilement that the C orporation of Nottingham has under- 
gone, and is likely fill further to undergo, cannot be expected any longer 
to fulminate. But, alihough he may not have an opportunity afforded hi im 
of fubflantiating his charges, by the forms of legal tellimony, he relies with 
the utmofi confidence on “the validity of the ancient maxim, 7 agna est vert 
ras et fraevaledit; a maxim which involves the order, the virtue, and the 
fafety of civil fociety ; and he doubts not, that the hhedisns of truth will fhine 
with increafing refulge nee, until they dilperfe the thick and baleful mits 
of dilafieciion and falfehood, by which in this, as in many other iniiances, 

they bave been for a while ob! cured, 

“ It has been already noticed ({e@ page 3.) that the defcription of entire 
nudity, winch was ap plied by the author to the Goddefs of Reafon, ori- 
ginated i in the expreilion— @ Ja ade ;” by which the appearance of the 
woman, who perionatedthe above ¢ chs wter, was immediately deicribed by 
a re!pectable eye-witnels of the proceilion, and by which her appearance 
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was diftinguifhed from that of the women who followed her, and whofe 
perfons were fiated, by the fame eye-w itnefs, to have been moti indecently 
expofed. In jutiitication of the ule of fo remarkable an expreilion, one of 
the laft-mentioned women has fince declared, that the one who preceded, 
and who was called the Goddels of Reafon, was dretled in buff colour. Un- 
lefs for the purpofe of conveying an idea of nudity, why was this woman 
attired differently from the refit? Why was the not, like the others, diefled 
in white? It would have been well, indced, if her drefs had conftituted 
the worft part of her appearance; but that part of ber perfon, which was 
moft con{picuous in a crowd, wes quite uncovered; a circumliance well 
calculated to favour the fuppofition, that the reft, attired as it was, was in- 
tended to exhibit a reprefentation of nudity.’ 

We, who have lony known the “temper and fpirit” of the Nottingham 
whigs, are not (urpriied at thefe moft infamous proceedings; we are only 
furprifed at the anxiety difplayed to difavow thole principles, and thole acs 
tions which have fo long ‘conitituted the theme of their exultation. It is 
paltry, pitiful hypocrily, ugworth) luch illuftrious candidates for Aatz/otic 
fame. Mr. Bowles, however, ret! ecting, no doubt, on the old adage, nemo 
refente fiutt turpissimus, has directed his i iquiry into the origin and progre!s 
of thele revolutionary fymptoms, 

‘ It is natural fo enquire, whether fo malignant and deleterious a difeafe 
tis fuddenly burft forth in the very heart of the kingdom, or whether it had 
previoully difplayed itfelf by any congenial fymptoms. ‘To this enquiry the 
hiftory of Nottingham, for a confiderable time back,furnithes a melan choly 
reply. in that town a {pirit of riot, outrage, dilaffection, and impie ty, has, 
for fome yeas, and particularly fince the French revolution, dilp layed it- 
felf, to the terror and annoyance of the peaceful and loyal part of the inha- 
bitants; moft of the public houfes in that town, of which there are about 
140, howe been feminaries of difloyalty and jacobinifm, where the maxims 
of revolutionary France have been inculcated into the young and the un- 
wary, and whence clubs of jacobins have been acculiomed to ifiue, at the 
dead of night, roaring through the fireets the republican longs, which had 
been learned and practifed at their abominable orgies. The conflables 
have been, in general, difafleéied charac.ers, and of courfe, unwilling,to 
exert themfelves in luppretiing jacobinical tumults; and fome time fince ten 
loyal mex, in that impovstant ftation, were difmilfed in one day, for no other 
apparent reafon than becaufe they were Joyal. In the year 1796, the jaco- 
binical mob trampled upon a flag, on w hich was infcribed the motto King 
and Conilitution.” The fame nok have repeatedly injulted the volunteers, 
both cavalry and infantry, in the grofleft manner, and have thereby, and by 

threats of private injury, induced many of thefe valuable, but unprote ted 

men, refiding in the out-parts of the town, to refign. The bufinets of the 
afizes has been repeatedly inte rrapted by riot and outrage, and even the 
Judges have been erfonally 1 infulted. “But fcenes, alas! {ilk more thock- 

ing than any of thefe remain to be deferibed. In the year 180], an elec 
tion of a Churchwarden took place, a poll- booth was ereéted in the Church, 
and there the mob fully difplayed their jacobinical and impious characier, 
They not only wore their hats in the Ch ang but obliged othe rs, who had 
more decency, (o be covered, and they played at foot- ball with the hats of 
thofe who came to vote againft their favourile candidate; th ey even lore 
their clothes from the backs of many perlons of the latter dek ription 1, and 
thereby, and by other acts of violence, put an end: to all oppofition ; and 
i 4 juechng 
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meeting with no refiftance, cither from Magiftrates or Confiables, carried 
the election, as they have lately done upon another oceafion, by fervor. 
(Even fome of the Magiftrates, when prevailed upon at length to appear, 


walked about in the Church with their hats on. One of the mob {at on 
an elevated feat, during four or five hours, holding a fmall loaf, fufpended 
by a firing, and wrapped round with black crape, and repeatedly called out, 
that the Churth being made so fine, was the cause that the loaves were so small. 
Several pie-men came into the Church, and there difpofed of their pies 
and buns, for which they gambled with the mob, by tofling up money for 
them. The mob were heard to declare, that they would foon get the bet- 
ter of the Church People, and make them pay to the Meetings; nay, that 
they would even pull down the Church. Some of the mob were heard to 
afk, what the Font was for? and being told, they faid, let us fetch a dog 
and baptize him. This, however, was not all; they wantonly dirted the 
newly fined pews, and otherwife indecently as well as impioufly, defiled the 
holy place in, which they were affembled. 

« Jn the fame year the jacobinical mob took occafion, from the facred 
folemnity of a confirmation, to infult, not only the Church, to which they 
are taught to be decidedly hoftily, but even Religion itfelf, in a manner 
almoft too grofs to bear a defcription. During the tacred fervice they filled 
the cemetery, got up to the windows of the Church, attempted to force 
open its doors, and by their hootings and yellings, did all they could to 
difiurb the folemn ceremony: they behaved with the greateft indecency to 
the young women who came from being confirmed, and even aflaulled their 
perions, inomuch that many of them fainted, and it was with the utmott 
difficulty that they could be conducted to the County-hall, though difiant 
only fixty yards from the Church. From the conftables, the peace officers 
of their King, thele young women received no protection! and at length 
it became necellary to call in fome dragoons to difperfe the mob, 

«| -TRe Becurrence of fuch feenes as thele is a {till more awful fymptom, 
than even the difgraceful and jacobinical proceedings, which occurred at 
and after the late election. Of all the-fentiments of which the human 
heart is fufceptible, that which ought to be cultivated with the greate(t 
care, and cherithed with the moft confiant attention, is a profound rever- 
ence for the Sovereign of the Univerfe ; for that great and gracious Being, 
to whom we are indebted for our exifience, on whom we inceflantly de- 
pend for our pre‘ervation, and to whom we muift one day render an ac- 
count of the whole conduct of our lives. This fentiment is the firft prin- 
ciple of Religion, and of courfe 1 is indifpentable to the very exifience of 
civi) .ociety, which, without Religion, never was, and never can be main 
tained. This fentiment is always the laft to be extinguifhed in vitiated 
minds; it furvives all the inferior fentiments which incite to the perform- 
ance of moral duties; and its extinction is jufily confidered as the laft flage 
of depravity and profligacy. What then muft be the atrocity of that guilt, 
what the wickedne!s and miichiet of that heart, which ean openly infult 
the univerfal Creator, Governor, and Judge! It feems, indeed, impoilible 
that any human heait can be guilty of fuch daring impiety. It feems im- 
pofible for any rational being to be capable of fuch inconceivable infatua- 
tion, as thus to outrage and defy a Power, to the gracious forbearance of 
which he muft be indebted for a momentary delay of that vengeance, the 
immediate infliction of which would plunge him at once into everlafiing 
and inexpreilible mifery. Such wickeduels, and fuch infatuation have, 
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however, been openly difplaved, under the countenance of Magiftracy, at 
Notiingham, where the Moit High has been iniulicd in the very Temples 
dedicated to His fervice; where His Houfe has been molt facriligioully 

cofaned and defiled: where His worfhippers have been treated with vio- 
fonts and outrage, decause they were engaged in one of the moft folemn 
ceremonies of Religion !” 

And are men who can be guilty of fuch abominations worthy to be in- 
trulied with the Elective Franchite? Let juilice and common fente aniwer. 
But, alas! appeals from the decifions ol juiiice and common fenle to psilan- 
throstc tribunals of Liberality and Cundour are too prevalent and too fuccefsful, 
in thefe times, to juftify a hope of obtaining a fair and final verdict from shew, 

« The mam fource,” Yays Mr. B. “ of the depraved and diforderly fiate 
of this town, is a cuftom which has there obtained (and which it is to be 
feared, is not peculiar to Nottingham) of excluding [rom the Corporation 
the only perfons who are entitled to be admitted into it. For, in defiance 
of the Laws and Confiitution, to be a Member of the Church of England, 
which, legally and conititutionally, is a necetiary qualification, operates, at 
Nottingham, as a difqualification for the Offices of Magiliracy: infomuch, 
that thofe offices are altogether in the hands of perfons who dillent from 
the Ettablithed Church, and who take care to exclude from their body all 
whofe religious and political ientiments do not accord with their own. A 
{pirit of oppotition, ripened by fuccefs into actual animofity againft our re- 
ligious efiablifiment, has naturally produced a dilpotition equally unfavour- 
able to our civil eftablifiment ; and the virulence of this double holtility to 
Church and State has been vifibly progrefiive, during the period of a Re- 
volution, which founded a general attack upon al}! eitablifhments, religious 
and civil. During that period, a cufiom which had before prevailed on 
the part of the Corporation, of attending Divine Service once a year at 
each of the parifh churches in the town of Nottingham, and of making a 
donation of 20/. to each of the three re¢iors, has been difcontinued. Du- 
ring that period, the outrageous, and, in this country, unexampled pro- 
fanation of a facred edifice, which have been here recited, took’ place; 
and, during that period, the tree of liberty, and all the other lymbols of 
jacobinifm have been introduced, and publicly exhibited.” 

This is one of the daffy refults of that anomaly in legislation, an annual in- 
demnity bill, which certainly operates as a direct encouragement to a 
breach of the laws, and in faét to render thofe laws nuyatory and of no 
eflect! What with acts of indemnity and aéts of toleration, nothing fhort of 
divine proteétion can prevent the eitablifhed church from being fubdued 
by the conventicle. We cannot but think the fufferance of fuch abules a 
proot of criminal neglect in thofe who have the means, and whole duty it 
is, to correét them. Asa proof of the incorrigible dilpofition of the cor- 
poration of Nottingham, even while the rod is hanging ever them, “ the 
public papers of that town announce, that Good Friday is the day lele@ted 
for convening a Common Hall, for the purpole of making burgefles!”"— 
Such an open and daring contempt of religion is a difgrace to a Christian 
country. 

_ Mr. Bowles concludes with fome juft refleciions on the Middlefex elec- 
tion, and on the delay which has taken place in deciding on the merits of 
the petitioning candidate. We here t:ead upon tender ground, But the 
fubject is important and we will fairly declare our opinion upon it. It 1s, 
then, our decided conviction, that a /aw fhould pats to compel the — 
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bers of the Houle of Commons to decide on the merits of every petition 
for undue returns, in the firft {eflion, and before any prorogation of the 
Houle. For where the petitions are numeious, a man who, by the per- 
jury of a returning officer, or by his own profligate arts—we allude to no 
existing, but merely to a fossidle cafe—may retain his feat for two years, 
though he have no more right to it than his footboy. And during this pe- 
riod, the people will not only not be represented, but grolsly mis chresented ; 
while fome of their lawful reprefentatives are deprived of their privileges, 
and put to an enormous expence; to fay nothing of minor inconveniencies 
favourable to the caule of ufurpation and injuftice.—This is a confideration 
of great constitutional importance, and we trult, therefore, that it will at- 
traci the ferious attention of the legillature. 
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Dr. Darwin anv tHE Montuty MaGaziIne. 


TO THE EDITOR, 

Sik, 

FY HE biographer of Dr. Darwin, in the Monthly Magazine, gives the 
following account of his religion, or rather of his ‘vo religion. 

* There are reafons for fuipecting that Dr. Darwin was not a believer 
in divine revelation: but belief is a matter of neceflity, not of choice.— 
‘Tbe religion of a man is a private affair between himitelf and his Maker : 
we have nothing to do with it. A few days before his death, a gentle- 
man to whom we are indebted for the materials of a confiderable portion 
of thefe memoirs, endeavoured to difcover whether he entertained a belief 
and expectation ef a future até of exiftence: the doctor was obferved to 
fpeak with a confiderable degree of fedatenefs on the fubjeét; and re- 
marked that it was natural to extend our withes and views beyond the pre- 
fent fcene, and that it was right to puriue fach meafures as are likely to 
fecure our happinels in another world, but he added “ let us not hear 
any thing about Hell.” June 1802, p. 40. 

A very few remarks will fuffice. We are told that “ belief is a matter 
of neceility, not of choice.” Thg necetlity of the philofopher and the 
predeftination of the Calvinift are equally abominable, are equally made 
to ferve the purpoles of vice, to blind the judgment, and to ftupify the 
conicience, I maintain that belief is a matter of choice; and the grand 
yeafon that men do not belicve is, that their will is wrong, the choice is 
perverte; they Lee darknefs rather than hgbt: they do not want evidence, 
bat inclination: their heads would foon admit the light of truth, could 
their hearts but give up the love of fin. ‘This is the fecret charm, the 
grand hold of infidelity. This is the citadel which will not furrender. 
Faith then is more a matter of choice than any other part of man’s con- 
duct; but if men’s deeds are evil, they will jove darknefs rather than 
light. 

We are told, with equal modefty and truth, that a man’s religion is a 
provate affair between hin and bis Maker; with which we have nothing to 
do.” With the gentlemen of this fehool it is very doubtful whether we 
have a Maker; but tuppoling it for the argument’s fake, have we nothing 
todo with a man’s religion? Did not He who formed fociety, form reli- 
gion alfo? Is not the public profefiion of religion a debt duc to focial 
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beings? Is not the profeffion required, and is it not one of the ftrongeft 
ties and fateguards of focicty? Every man may be legally called upon to 
take an oath, but what will this oath prove if I know the man has no 
religion; if | know that he doubts or denies the being of a Gop: his oath 
will be no more reftraint upon him than a whifp of burnt ttraw. Have 
we nothing to do with a man’s character? and religion is a leading feature 
of the character. You would not truft a lawyer with your property, un- 
Jefs you had an opinion of his Jegal ikill; nor-a phyfician with the care 
of your health, unlefs you had an opinion of his medical ikill. in every 
tranfaction of bufinefs you inquire into a nian’s character and a@ accord- 
ingly: would you not do the fame in his religious and moral chara&er? 
therefore we bave Jomething to do witb it. 

Dr. Darwin had no objection to hear about a future fiate; probably he 
meant no more than the fame of his writings after his deceaie; or he 
might have fome fecret mifgivings, fome unfubdued fears, as thould there 
be another world ; ihould there be a place of punithment; have I any 
thing to apprehend for myfelf? have I made a due and wife preparation 
for that world fhould it chance to exit? has my mora/ conduct, my regard 
to marriage as a <ivi/ contradét been fuch as to entitle me to reward, and to 
fecure my happinefs fhould | chance to live beyond the grave—Let me not 
bear any thing about hell; but why not, good dottor; if your faith was a 
matter of neceflity, why not your actions too? Shall any man then be pu- 
nifhed for what he cannot help? Put why does a philofopher trouble 
himfelf with thefe things: hell may affright children and old women, but 
a philofophical mind fhould be above thefe things. 

I believe there are but few confirmed infidels. Men may boaft as if they 
were; but there are moments of folitude and retiection, there are fome 
fecret mifgivings; fome whifpers of confcience which will be heard, fome 
lingering, longing hope of immortality, which will {peak out. Man is 
naturally a religious being: he a'moft involuntarily thanks Gon for his 
bleflings: he flies to him for comfort in affli@tion, The man then who 
confirms himfelf in atheifm muft do violence to his own nature: he blunts 
the beft feelings and beti expectations of a rational being. He mufi retain 
the human form in his body, while he lofes it as far as he pothbly can 
jn his mind. 

OBSERVATOR, 
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ANTINOMIANISM OF THE CHRISTIAN OBSERVER, 


TO THE EDITOR, 
SIR, 
HE Chriftian Obferver when commenting on the Bifhop of Durham's 


Charge, and where his Lordthip cautions his clergy againtt Antino~’ 


mianifm, inferts this apology: ‘ We cannot forbear expretfing a hope 
that good peop'e may have fometimes mifunderftood one another, when 
difcutling this fubject, and that the ufe of phrafes ill defined and of inde- 
terminate expreflions have a tendency to widen the byeach, and to ani- 
mate the {pirit of controverfy.” P. 30. Latet Anguis in herba.—Let us 
examine the meaning of thefe gentle expreflions. ‘Lhe Chrittian Obferver 
cannot deny that there are Antinomians in the world; docs he mean thefe 
by his good people? if not, the remark does not apply. 

The author knows as well as the writer of this, that there are thofe who 
, boatt 
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boaft of free redeeming grace, of fovereign mercy, who degrade and vi- 
lify the moral Jaw; who treat it as a beggarly element; an intolerable 
yoke, a brutum filmen to the ele&; a man of ftraw to frighten children 
and to be defpifed by men. 

As a fall proof | could refer to a hundred quotations from Dr. Crifpe’s 
Chrift Exalted; a book moft ftrongly recommended by moft of the Cal- 
viniftic divines, as containing the very marrow of the Gofpel; to various 
paflages in the writings of the late Mr. Romaine, who was efteemed as an 
oracle’ by a particular party. As for living authors or preacners, I will 
mot name any, but quote fome of their favourite expreffions :—* The be- 
Jiever has no more to do with the law than the man in the moon.” ‘The 
believer has nothing to do with repentance, felf-den‘al and felf-examina- 
ton ; they are all legal works. He does not work for life, but from life. 
** The betiever has three great enemies, Sin, the Devil, and Mofes; but 
that rafcal old Mofes” (or, the law of the Loxp, which is holy, juft, and 
good) ** is the greateft enemy of al!.’”’* 3 

So much for the expreffions of thofe whom I call Antivomjans, though 
the Chriftian Obferver calls them good people fometimes mifunderflood; but 
J aik is there any fenfe in language? Why then keep up a delufion by 
{peaking fmooth things, by prophecying deceits. What faith the fcripture ? 
*¢ The Law of the Lord is an undefiled law concerting the foul. Who- 
foever thall break one of the leaft Commayoments, and thall teach men 
fo, he thall be called the leaft in the kingdom of Heaven.” But with the 
Antinomian to flight and break the law is one of the high privileges of 
the children of God. 

Rad principles lead to bad praGices. Let us then now obferve the mo- 
ral tendency of thefe principles. Man as a fallen being, as placed in a 
world of temptations, requires every reftraint to keep him from fin, and 
every motive to excite him to goodnefs and to preferve him in holinefs : 
what then is to be expected from principles which fing a fweet lullaby to 
the fleeping confcience ; which fupprefs all rational fear, and juft appre- 
henfions ; which combine a life of finful indulgence with the affured fa- 
vour of Heaven; which difcard repentance, humiliation, felf-denial and 
amendment, as weak and beggarly elements; as childifh fears, and legal 
workings: which pretend to exalt the gofpel of free grace by dettroying 
holinets of lite? Some upright men will make a good ufe even of bad 
principles: they do not ule the liberty, or rather licentioufnefs, which is 





* Ina chuweh near the Royal Exchange I once heard the leGurer, a re- 
gularly bre{ young man of the Univerfity of Oxford, commenting on thefe 
words— Baptifm doth now fave us; not the wafhing of water, but the 
anfwer of a good confcience towards God.”” He triumphantly afked, who 
ever had the an{wer of a good confcience? he anfwered that no one ever 
had or ever could have; therefore, that the only meaning of St. Peter in 
this text was the “ imputed righteoufnefs of Chrift; this was the believer's 
ani{wer of a good confcience; this would fatisfy all demands, and make his 
con{cience eaty.”” Some may fuppofe that | was miftakeng but like molt 
extemporary preachers, the fame ideas are repeated again and again: a 
Jittle fenfe is to fill up a long fpace, an hour or more; abundance of found 
mutt often conceal deficiency of ienfe. 
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given; their judgments may be miftaken, but their affections are not 
perverted. but this is not the cafe with ‘all: fome are Antinomians in, 
life as well asin theory. They confirm themfelves in evil practices on 
their own principles. -A decent exterior is prelerved: a certain refpec 
muit be paid to the world, but many deftructive vices are pratifed in fe- 
cret, and even juftified on principle. Do -not feveral high Calvinifts live 
in known adultery, and if a friend argue with them on the fcandal of fuch 
a condutt, do they not reje& the advice as prac eeding from one who is ig- 
norant of the perfeét law of liberty? Are thefe then to be called “ good 
men,” who ae /.metimes mifunderflood ; are thete “ phrafes ill defined,” aa 
«the exprejions indeterminate?” Can any cafe be clearer? They reje& the 
L aw of God as arule of life > by their traditions they make void the law. 
his delufion is moft fatal to man; moft dilgraceful to the Gofpel. 


CLERICUS. 
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Eee 
Derence oF THE Eptscorpan CHurcn oF SCOTLAND, AGAINST THE 
ArtTacks or THE BATE Da, CampBetu. 


TO THE EDITOR, 


Sir, Edinburgh, April 6, 1803. 

A°® your excellent mifcellany was eriginally intended to propagate good 
principles through the nation, both religious and political, and has 
accordingly been frequently employed in defence of the Church of Eng- 
land and our moft excellent Contlitution, 1 therefore cannot doubt, but that 
as the Epifcopal Church of Scotland, though poor and unfortunate, is a 
pure part of Chrift’s feck, you will have the goodnefs to indulge me with 
a few pages to repel a very rade attack upon my venerable mother, by one 

of the ableft adverfaries that ever engaged in any controverfy. An attack, 
rude indeed, almoft beyond imagination; and, (what will aftonifh you, 
when you hear that it was made by no lefs a man than the late Rev. Dr. 
xeorge Campbell, Profeifor of Divinity in, and principal of, the Marifbal 
College of Aberdeen) week, beyond conception! a man of uncommoa 
acutenefs and ability, and of great learning ; gene rally believed alfo, to be 
extremely good-natured, moderate in his opinions, and liberal in his fenti- 
ments! I am forry, however , to obferve that, in the Ecclefiaftical Lectures, 
which he framed for the inftruGion of his pupils, he appears quite the re- 
verfe of all this; at leaft, when {peaking of the poor remains of the Scottifh 
Epifcopalians, friends to peace, order, and good government, and to pure 
and undefiled religion: A Church too, whofe faith, worfhip, and form of 
government, have 1 repeatedly been proved to be conformable to the pure 
,and primitive Church of Chritt. I fay, that in {peaking of this Church, 
“the Doétor appears to be neither moderate in his opinions, nor liberal in 
his fentiments; nor to write like alearned, or an able man. For in refent- 
ment of fome remarks made more than thirty years ago, upon a fermon of 
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of deriving a divine commiffion for preaching the gofpel, through the 
Apojiles : in refentment, | fay, of thofe remarks, which, by the way, did 
great juftice to his learning and abilities, and treated him with much civi- 
lity and refpe&t, hath this good-natured Profeffor, fpoken of our ftill venerable, 
and, I trutt, not yet contemptible fociety, in the moft vilifying language 
his tongue could utter, or his pen write. He denies that the Scottith Epif- 
copal Clergy have even “ proper Prefbyurial Ordination; or any orders but 
what they derive from Bi/bops ‘* merely nominal,” and he impioutly calls the 
confecrations of our poft-revolution Bithops, “ farcical confecrations,” \udi- 
croufly adding that, “ they were folemnly made depofitories of no depofit, 
commanded to be diligent in doing wo work, vigilant in the overfight of no 
Jock; affidueus in teaching and governing zo peple, and prefiding in xo 
church.” Nay, although he acknowledges that thefe, our before mentioned 
Bithops (who “ came under the hands of Bifhop Rofe of Edinburgh,’”’ and 
he thould in juftice have added, becaute he knew it to bea truth, under 
the hands of Archbithop Paterfon of Glafgow, and Bifhop Douglas of 
Dunblane alfo), “ were regularly admitted minifters or prefbyters in parti- 
cular congregations before the revolution,” yet he goes on, “ let no true 
fon of our Church be offended that | acknowledge our nonjurors to have a 
soxT of prefbyterian ordination, for I would by no means be underftood as 
equalizing ‘bers to that which obtains with ws. Whoever is ordained among 
us, is ordained a Bi/hop, by a Clafs of Bi/bops: Whereas the ordination of 
our nonjurors, proceeds from prefbyters to whom a part only of the minifte- 
rial power was committed, and from whom was withbe/d the right of tranf{- 
mitting orders to others.” He afterwards {tiles our Scottifh prefbyters “a 
fort of fidordinate minifters, who are not authorized to ordain, and who on 
Hammond's hypothefis, as well as ours, were not originally in the church.” 
Vol. I. Pe. 354, 3, @, 7. 

Such {fcurrilous abufe as this, is, certainly, beneath notice, and the little 
argument that is in it, unworthy of an an{wer, nor ‘fhould it have received 
one from me, were it not for the celebrity of the Doctor's name, which, with 
fome people, would tlamp a value even upon nonfenfe; and did it not at 
the fame time afford an opportunity of de'ending Epifcopacy after a new 
mode, viz. by arguing on the learned Le@urer’s and his brethren’s own prin- 
ciples, and confequently of effectually expoting the weaknefs of the Pretby- 
terian caufe, beyond the poffibil:ty of a reply. For thefe reafons I fay, I 
have once more teken up the pen againft my old and long efteemed ac- 
guaintance Dr, Campbell, and cannot but regret that, by language and rea- 
foning fo unworthy of himfelf, he has obliged me more than to doubt, even 
to believe, that what he has written of the Scottifh Church, is not the effect 
of conviction, but every word of it in contradiétion to the dictates of his own 
mind. This cenfure, though fevere, cannot fairly be confidered as uncha- 
ritable, becaufe the juftice of itis as vifible as light at noon day. For is it 
pofiible, that one of Dr. Campbell's abilities, who derived his own orders 
from pre/byters, could believe, that the Scottifh Epifcopal Clergy, have not 
proper prejbyterial ordination, when he acknowledges that the gentlemen who 
ordained them, were “ regularly admitted pre/byters in particular congre- 
gations bef re the Revolution?” Surely not. Or fince he knew that Meff. 
Sage and Fullarton, the Scotuth Prefbyters he alluded to, “ came under the 
hands ;” that is, were confecrated by three lawful Bifhops, Archbithop Pa- 
terfon of Glafpow, Bifhop Rofe of Edinburgh, and Bifhop Douglas of Dun- 
blain, is it poflible he could believe that they were only nominal, and -" 
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val Bifbops? No; for, had the confecration been performed in England, 
he would not have called their epifcopal authority into gueftion; nor have 
prefumed to fpeak fo rudely of Lord Bithops. Bat did it make any odds 
that the ceremony was celebrated on this fide the Tweed, and by bifho 
who had been irregularly deprived of their temporal honour ? Moft certainly 
itdid not. it was performed in a place of worfhip in Edinburgh, and pro- 
bably in the chapel of Bithop Rofe: a gentleman, of fuch piety and gra= 
vity, that to fuppofe a confecration fercical, in which he was concerned, 
was moft indecent and uncivil. Indeed; tire caufe of our learned Le@urer's 
ridicule, is as fenfelefs, as it was rude; and came from a Prefbyterian with 
a very bad grace, as they are not in general, very attentive to decency in 
their religious ceremonies, and it will be proved immediately that, their or- 
dinations cin confer no power. On which account, if defect of authority 
makes ordinations farcical, we are, it feems, to imagine, none could 
be more farcical than his own. I fay this, becaufe the learned Pro- 
feilor’s reafon for calling the comfecration of our firli poli revolut uon Bifhops 
farcical Was, on account of their not bei ng made diocesi:n erinapst s! from which 
he inferred that they had not the full powe rs of the epifcopate conferred 
upon them: than which there can be no greater miflake. For although 
their confecrators did not think it proper to fill the vacant See 's, becaule to 
do that, was the province of.the civil pow ms they invetied thom notwith- 
fianding with the plenitude of epifvopal authority, having con‘ecrated for 
the exprefs purpole of luppor ting the fucceiiion of Bilhops in Scot!a: nd, as 
their deeds of confecration itil extant, clearly thew. And accordingly 
shop Sage conc urred with Bithops Role and Dougl: is in the confecration 
of Bithop Falconer, at Dundee, Anno 17093 as did Bill Lop Fullarton, with 
Role and Falconer in the confecration of Bifhop Millar, in Edinburgh, O¢to- 
ber 22,1718. Befides, both Mr. Sage and Mr. Fullarton, having the c harge 
of congregations when (hey were coniecrated, they became upon the death 
of Buhop Role, iplo facto, Biihops of their refpective flocks. And, not- 
withitanding what our inconfiftent Lecturer has faid of farcical confecra- 
tions, they were upon his principles, more proper Bifhops than any diocefan 
is, or can be ; becaufe they had but one parith, ove congregation, eve church, 
or an e of worthip, aud one altar, as was the cafe of the firit Bil Ups, if 
e may believe the Doctor. Indeed, with fubiniilion to the learned Pro- 
fellor, his reafoning again{t the epifcopacy of the Scottifli Church, is fo 
weak, nonfentical, and falfe, that even a jenfible tchool-boy would be 
athamed of it; on which account when one Jooks into the pre Himi inary dif 
fertations to the new tranflation of the Golpels, or into the i lay on Mira- 
cles, or the Philofophy of Rhetorick, and perceives, not only how j jutily, but 
how ably, Dr. Campbell could reafon, one cannot but lament the base and 
yet wilful mifemployment of fuch great talents. 

Having now proved, | hope to the fatisfaction of every impartial reader, 
that the Church of Scotland, has not merely Pretby terial, but true and pro- 
per Epis: “pal Ordination, | will take the liberty to inquire into our [earned 
Adverfary’s miilion; who, {peaking of his own Church, fays, ‘ whoever is 
ordained among us, is ordained a Bishop, by a class of Bishops.” This is faid 
upon the fuppofition which hrs predecefiors went upon, as his cotempora- 
ries full do, that Bifhopand Prefbyter, were inthe Apoiiles’ lime, two names 
for the fame ollice, which, although f truft 1 thall lay enough by and by to 
thew that it is not true, I hall take for granted at preient, the more effecs 
tually to-overturn the hypothefis, and to confound our a: ive rlaries. For, if 
I have any {Kill in logic, by adopting this doctrine, they have ruined their 
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caufe, as it clearly follows from hence, that no Prefbyterian Minifter has a 
divine commiffion (which not only the holy fcripture, Matth. xxviii. 19, 20, 
but the confeilion of faith requires, Larger catechifm, Q. 176), to preach 
the golpel or difpenfe its facraments. To thorten the difpute as much as 

ollible, we fhall not take time to enquire, whether the body of the Clergy 
in every church (who the Doctor tells us lived in a collegiate manner with 
a temporary moderator at their head), resigned the power of ordination to a 
favourite hrother from henceforth to be denominated Buhop, which is our 
learned Leéturer’s opinion ; or, whether the Bifhops, through art or intereft, 
got that power appropriated to themfelves, again{t the will of the Prefby- 
ters, as the generality of Prelbyterians fuppofe; becaufe, whether it was 
the one way, or the other, makes no odds. For we thall build our fuper- 
ftructure upon three facts, which are equally undeniable upon either fup- 
polition. The firit, which Dr. Campbell maintains, Eccl. Lectures, p. 221, 
and which no other honeft and fentible Pretbyterian will refufe, that in 
the 3d century the Bithops made laws or canons, prohibiting pretbyters to 
ordain, and reiiri¢ting that power to their own order. The tecond, which 
the hitiory of the Church equally ettablithes, that all the prefbyters in the 
world (Acrius and Colluthus, and perhaps one or two more excepted, who 
were depofed as heretics), fubmitted to thotecanens, and acted under them, 
from that date down to the Relormation, a {pace of more than | 200 years; 
and agreeable thereunto accepted of the office of Pretbyterate, in every coun- 
tryand church without the power of ordination, which the learned principal ac- 
knowledges, p. 355, “ was ever reckoned the molt sacred and important part 
of the Epifcopal office.” Now, as it is a fat equally certain with the two 
former, that the power of ordination was never reftored to the prefbyters 
in any part of Chrifiendom, and particularly not to Mr. Melville or any 
of the Scottifh “Reformers, hence it follows, without the poilibility of 
doubt, that, none of the Scotch Reformers had the power of ordination, be- 
caufe “ that moft facred and important part of the epifcopal fun@ion was 
withheld from them” when they were appointed Minifters. From which it fol- 
lows again, that, by exercifing that power which they had not received, they 
dared to ulurp an office to which they were not called by God, and therefore 
could not convey to others. In thort, it follows, that to the Scottifh Re- 
formers, “ a fart only of the minifterial rare was committed,” to fpeak 
in Dr. Campbell’s language, and that too the loweit and leatt important 
part, the right of transmitting orders to others not being given to them ;—or 
what the learned Lecturer foon after falfely fays of our Clergy, is true of 
his own, that, the Scotch Reformers, by accepting the office of the prefby- 
ters without the power of ordination annexed to it, which the firft Chriftian 
Prefbyters were poileileel of, became, ipto facto, ‘a fort of subordinate or 
inferior Minifiers” to thofe firft Prefbyters, and, therefore, were not like 
them, authorized to ordain; but according to Dr. Hammond’s and Dr. 
Campbell’s hypothefis, “ a kind of Miniiters who were not originally in 
the Church.” Eccl, Leet. Vol. I. p. 357. 

This reafoning, though not of the fame kind with mathematical demon- 
ftration, is equally convincing, and feems incapable of receiving any folid 
anfwer. For what can the Prefbyterians urge againft it? Will they fay 
that the pretbyters of the 2d or 3d century, could not lawfully either resign 
their power of ordination, nor fubmit to have it taken from them; and 
havches that their fucceilors at the Reformation might with propriety re- 
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act would have juftified the refumption of their former power, had the re- 
signers themselves repented of the guilty deed; but that they never did; and 
the reformers lived at the diilance of more than 1200 ycars trom them, and 
accepted of the prelbyterate in the fame imperfect tate that they lelt it, 
without that moft facred and moft important part ot the epifcopal office, the 
power of tranimilting orders to others, and therefore could not retume what 
they were never in polletion of. For which reaion, their affumption of 
that {upreme. part of the epifcopal office was, as jult now obferved, a daring 
usurpation, and made them guilty of the dreadful crime of Corah, who 

erithed for it by a moft tremendous judgement, Numbersch, xvi. For, as 
Corah, though only a Levite, prelumed to offer up incenfe, which was a 
part of the prieft’s office, in oppotition to Aaron, God’s appointed High 
Prieit under the law; {fo the Scottith reformers dared to tranimit orders to 
ofders, notwithilanding that no fuch power was committed to them; and 
that, too, in oppoiition to the Bihops, God’s appointed High Priefis under 
the Golpel. 

Thefe facts, which unavoidably follow from our learned LeQurer, and his 
biethren’s principles, clearly root up the very foundation of Preibyterian or- 
ders; but, God be praifed, do not in the fmalleti degree aflect the million- 
of our Epifcopal Churches; becaufe we derive our orders from thole, whe 
in the fecond century, were peculiarly called Bishozs; with whom, all the 
ecclefiaftical powers which were committed by Clirilt to his Apotiles, were 
continued; and who in no age, country, or church, were ever denied the 
power of ordination. 

Meantime, although we have hitherto argued upon our learned Profef 
for’s principles, his brother, Principal Robertion’s, (as mentioped in his hif- 
tory of Charles V.), Blondel, and.in general of all the Prefbyterians, the 
more effectually to confute them, yet nothing is more certain than that their 
doctrine on the fubject of church government is falfe. This has been un- 
anfwerably pi@ved by many able cafuilis long ago; Archbifhop Potter, Dr, 
Maurice, Mr. Slater, &c. &c. and of late by tome of your cerrefpondents, 
in the Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine, for February, March, April,> 
May, June, July, and September, 1801. And therefore I need only make 
this general obfervation, that, as there was no general council in the 2d or 
3d centuries to authorize a change in the minitiry, nor any Chriftian King 
to compel it by his power, and as the Dilciples of our Lord were by that 
time difperfed over the whole known world, and the correl!pondence bes 
tween difiant churches was very difficult, and very expenfive, hence it is 
obvious that there was no caule exifting in the Church at that early pe- 
nod, adequate to produce fo great an effect, as (according to the Preibyte- 
tian doétrine) then took place, viz. the fubverion of Chrifi’s Miniltry 
in every part of the earth. It could not poflibly have been done without 
great noile, unlefs the whole body of the clergy had every where con- 
curred; and nothing is moreincredible, than that in their circumitances, 
cither of the parties fhowld have concurred. Not thofe who were to be- 
come Bifhops, becaufe, in thofe days of perfecution, being always expofed 
to the front of the battle, and the firft that fuffered, and living daily in ex- 
pectation of martyrdom, had they accepted of additional honour or power 
by the refignation of their equal brethren, they would have made them- 
{elves Lords over God’s heritage, contrary to a divine command, and there- 
by would have frufirated their reward in heaven; and not the prefbyters, 
Lecaufe they could neither have resigned the mofi important part, nor any 
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part indeed of the epifcopal office; nor have fuffered it to be taken from 
them, without degrading their own characters, contrary to the principles of 
human nature, and (which would have been a greater bar to good men), 
without betraying the trult their Lord and Matter had committed to them. 
What makes this the more imprebable is, that not only the moft pious, 
but, if we may judge fom their exalted ttation, the abler too, of the clergy 
at that time, were moti remarkably tenacicus even of apoftolical rraditions. 
Witnels the difpute between Pope Anicelus and St. Polyearp about keep- 
mg after; and can we then believe that svch men would have dared to 
alter their Seviour’s Institutions? mott alfuredly not. “They would have been 
vetrified at the thought, and trembled in every nerve. 1 may add, that had 
xoth bifhops and priefts been capable of fuch folly and wickednefs, as the 
form of church government is an object of sense, the alteration muft have 
been visible to the eyes of all men. Particularly, as our learned Lecturer 
informs us, that the change was little more than éegun about the time of 
Juflin Martyr, and was not quite finished when Tertullian had arrived at 
manhood ; both thefe Fathers muft have feen many churches governed by a 
College of Prefbyters, with a temporary moderator at their head, had that 
been the primitive model, as Dr. Campbell tel!s us, and many other churches 
governed by a fingle Bithop, after the sew fashioa, had that torm of govern- 
ment been then new. But no fuch alieration, nor any difference in the go- 
vernment of different churches, is taken notice of by either of them; which 
could not pofl-bly have efcaped the notice of fuch able and inquifitive men. 
On the contrary, it appears clearly from Tertullian’s writings, that, in his 
judgement, alt the churches in the world had, from the beginning, been 
roverned by single persons. For, he calls upon the feétaries to deduce the 
iuceeilion of their pattors from the Afestle:, as the Catholic Church could. 
“« Edant erge, originem ecclefiarum {narum (fays that able writer), evolvant 
ardinum Epifcoporum fuorum, ita per fuecelliones ab initio decurrentem, 
ut primus ille Epifcopus, aliquem ex Apofiolis, vel Apoftolicis viris, qui 
tamen cum Apoftolis perfeveraverit, habuerit auctorem et anicceflorem. 
Hoc enim modo, ecclefiz apoftolice cenlus fuos deferunt, ficut Smyrnzorum 
eccletiw habens Polycarpum ab Joanne contoeatum.” 

Now as this Father’s credibility as a witnefs has never been called in 
queition, notwithftanding of his montanifm, his tettimony is decifive of the 
caufe, Becaufe, had there been any churches then governed by a College 
of Prefbyters, or had it been then believed, that the church was originally 
fo governed, it is impoffible'that any man but a fool would have ufed fuch 
language, feeing all his acquaintances could have expofed him to the world, 
and given him the hie direct. Indeed, had not the Apoftles, and the other 
founders of churches cotemporary with them, eftablithed epifcopacy every 
where, it could not have obtained fo early, and fo univerfally in the world, 
as in fact it did. And had not thole whe facceeded them, acted under an 
authority which they durft neither gainfay nor refift, a different form of 
church government muft have been eftablithed in various parts of the globe, 
had it been only to pleafe the tafte of lome of the founders themfelves, or 
to gratify the humours of the people ameng whom they laboured. But no 
luch difference in any age was ever feen until the reformation; or in any 
country, from the coait of Malabar to the North of Scotland: church go- 
vernment, therefore, is not an erbitrary, fuctuating thing, as our learned 
Lecturer, Sir Richard Hill, and other Latitudinarians, tell us; bat ts a que!- 
tion, or matter, of the greaiest conseguence, beeaute it is effentially connected 
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with the adminifiration of the Chriftian facraments in the judgement even 
of the Ettablifhed Church, and by confequence, is intimately conneéted 
with the falvation of mankind. ‘ The {piritual part of both facraments 
fays the Larger Catechifm, Q. 176, is, Chrifi’s and his benefits: both a 
feals of the fame covenant; are to be dilpenfed by Ministers of the Gospel, 
and none ethers, and to be continued in the Church of Chrift until his fecond 
coming.” Yet, our learned Profefior of Divinity, and Infiruétor of Candis 
dates for Holy Orders, although he owns that “a certain model of church 
overnment must have been orginally adopted, by infinite wifdom, for the 
more effectual prefervation of the evangelical inftitution in its native purity, 
and for the careful tran{miflion of it to after ages,” yet he gives it as his 
opinion that it isa circumstance only not connected with Christianity, and not a 
queftion of fo great confequence, but madg fo by the intemperate zeal of 
fume warm dilputants! Eccl. Lectures, 86, 87, “and therefore may be over 
turned by human authofity, and another erected in its fiead!” How altos 
nithing fuch wild doétrine, in fo intelligent, and feemingly fo pious a di- 


vine. Mav this, and his other rafh and dangerous dogmas, have been far , 


given him, before he went hence, and was no more feen; and may all 
Prefbyterians of every denomination ferioufly confider the important trath 
here difcuffed, embrace it in time, and be mindful of the ether things which 
belong to their eternal peace before they be hid from their eyes. 
So prays mott fincerely, Sir, 
Your conftant Reader and moft humble Servant, 
Wma. Asernnetuy DrummMonp, Bifhop. 


P.S. It deferves to be remarked that, alihough the learned Le@turer has very 
naturally condemned the feveral fecetflions from his own church, p. 187, he 
has found no fault with the Presbyterian {eparations from our Epifcopal 
Churches, notwithftanding he acknowledges that Epifcopacy may be law- 
fully f{ubmitted to, and was not originally usurped by the firtt Bifhops, but 
had it voluntarily yielded to them by their brethren, becaufe of their fupe- 
rior virtues or abilities: and notwithflanding he owns allo that a * pre- 
{umptuous encroachment on a divine inflitution, eipecially when it tends 


to wound charity, and to — ftrife, is juitly reprehenfible,” p. 87. . 


Notwithftanding I fay ofall this, our learned principal finds no fault with 
the Prefbyterians for feparating at the Reformation, the Revolution, or 
which was {till more extraordinary, at the Synod of Glaigow, anno 1638, 
when the inferior clergy deposed their Bishoss, to whom they had folemnly 
promifed canonical obedience, even without convicting them of any crime!!! 
Audacious men! tell it not in Gath, publifh it not in the fireets of Aikes 
lon!! Yet, as Epifcopacy was ettablithed in the 3d century, (according to 
Dr. Campbell), an inititution of near 1300 years ftanding, I think I may 
fay, (after what has been proved), that, a divine institution of more than 1500 
Jears standing was then “ prefumptuoully encroached upon” by that atro- 
cious deed, and that charity alfo was thereby more mortally wounded, and 
firife more promoted than by the feceifion of the Erikencies from the Scot« 
tith Eftablifhment, anno 1733, or by any feparation from the Kirk, or among 
the feceders ever fince! Now, as it cannot be denied, after what has been 
proved, that by thefe prefbyterian feparations from the Epi:copal Churches, 
Chrilt’s inftitations were encroached upon, and peace and love very much 
deftroyed in Scotland at thofe different periods, our learned Profeffor, to 
tender the mifchiefs which thofe divifions had occafioned, fo far as he was 
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abie, inftead of vindicating the fchifm of the Prefbyterians, was in juflice 
bound to return himfe!f, and to exhort his brethren alfo to return, to the 
Epifcopal reformed Churches from which they had frayed; for, fince Epif- 
copacy may lawfully be tubmitted to, and the Articles of the Church of 
England are far more unexceptionab!e, and more eafily defenfible, than 
thole of the confeffion of Faith, even where they feem to agree, therefore 
there could be no fufficient caufe for the feparation at any of thofe periods ; 
and of confequence the {chifm was wilful and highly criminal. 

I know that this is an age of free thinking, as wellas free a@ting in many 
different refpeéts: and it is much to be regretted that Dr. Campbell did 
not, and that his brethren do not yet fee, the danger and guilt of rending 
the myftical body of Chrift in pieces, as our Lord, his apofiles, St. Igna- 
tius, and the other primitive fathers faw it: becaufe, im that cafe, we 
fhould have had more peace in Sion, and more love and friendfhip in the 
world than there now is. But from the whole tenor of the doétor’s lec- 
tures, and alfo of his fermon on the fpirit of the Gofpel, preached in the 
prefence of, and approved by, the fynod of Aberdeen, Anno 1771, it is 
evident, that he laid no ffrefs on Church government, nor on Chriftian 
unity, but thought it juft as fafe to be a feceder as a prefbyterian ; or an 
epifcopalian, as either. In fhort, it is evident that the doétor {aw not the 
mecessily of Chriftiahs being of cxe communion, as the firft difeiples of our Lord 
moft certainly were, Luke ti. 42.; and as our Blefled Saviour as certainly 
intended, they fhould always dr. John xvit. 20. 21. Itis true, we ought 
not to judge unfavourably of any man’s fate becaufe of his fecty, provided 
that he is fober, decent, and religious in his own way; but, while we take 
care to be members of a pure part of Chriil’s flock ourfelves, thould leave 
him to be judged by God, whofe mercy is over all his works, and who 
knows how to make allowances for the errors and trefpaffes of his frail crea 
tures. And although it be alio true, that no man will be faved by the pu- 
rity of his church, unlefs his belief be found, and his life moral; becaule, 
without faith it isimpoflible to pleafe God, and without holinefs no man 
fhall fee the Lord, yet, this notwithflanding, to maintain that o/fosite com- 
muniens are equally safe, or that the church may be lawfully divided, when 
no finful term of communion is required, although it is by many in the‘e 
days, confidered as a charitable and /ideral fentiment, it is direétly con- 
tradiciory to our Bleffed Saviour’s doctrine, and to the general tenor of the 
New Tefiament. Indeed, if the chureh may be causelessly divided, and 
unity in communion is not neceilary, why are we forbidden to negleét the 
affembling of ourfelves together as the manner of fome is? why are they 
who feparated from the Apottles, fail to go out from the Apoftles, and to 
be no longer members of the church? John fi. 19. Why are both the 
inferior priefls and people commanded to obey them that have the rule 
over them, and to fubmit themfelves becaufe they watch for their fouls? 
Heb. xii. 17. Why are we fo earnefily exhorted, Rom. xvi. 16. to mark 
them who caufe divisions, and avoid them? Why were the Corinthians, 
and in them, ali Chriftians, fo pathetically called upon, m the name of our 
Lord Jetus Chrilt, a// to ipeak the save thing, and that there be no divi- 
sions, literally no schisms among them, but to be ferfectly joined together in the 
same mind, and in the same judgement ? | Cor. i. 10.; with many fuch like 
texts. But, above all, why did our Bleited Saviour pray four times, for 
wnity to his church, in the courle of a few fentences, among the la{t mo- 
ments of his life? John xvii, 20, 21.; and that too, to be a preof of his di- 
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vinity and of his being the true Meffiah. “ Neither pray I for thefe alone, 
(meaning his Apofiles), but for them also, who shall believe in me through cheir 
cord (that is, his whole church), that they all may be one, as thou Father art 
in me, and Tin Thee, that they also may be one in us; that the world may believe 
that Thou hast sent me?” That this prayer may imply a petition for tne af 
fiftance of the Holy Spirit, to dire¢t the firit difcipies, as Dr. Whitby fup- 
pofes, I thall not diipute; but that it isa prayer for peace, unity and con- 
cord among them alio, and that_the general intention of it is to point out 
the danger of difvord and divifion in the church, is, in my judgment, cer- 
tain; becaule it is the mott natura! and obvious meaning of the words: and 
what is the moft natural and obvious meaning of any text, when agreeable 
to the analogy of faith, we may jufily conclude to be the #rwe and real mean- 
ing of the Holy Spirit. Our Bleiled Lord forefaw, that if his difciples 
fhould {plit into factions, inttead of continuing united in one great and fa- 
cred body, the wicked world, his enemies, heathens, fuithlels Jews, Ma- 
hometans, deifts, &c. would, in every age, take occation to blaipheme his 
holy name; would deny him to bea divine perion, and tay, that God his 
Father had not fent him, becaule he had not preterved his church united, 
as he anxioully withed to do. To prevent this reproach, and becaule he 
knew that divifions would engender firife, and defiroy peace and love, the 
badge of his divine religion, therefore did he fo earnetily and frequently 
pray, that his difciples might ccntinue in one holy fociety, and in one 
mind, and the jame judgment, even as he and his Father areone, Where 
fore feeing our unhappy divifions operate fo dreadfully againft the eternal 
Son of God, that they cauie him to be reviled, and treated as an impotior, 
can there be a crime greater than {chifm is? No: it is impoilible for the 
greateit genius that ever lived, a Bacon, or a Newton, to conceive any 
thing more criminal, than deliberately to caufe the Saviour of the world 
te be blaiphemed, and the wicked world to fay that his Divine Father did 
not fend him. I am willing to believe, that few who commit this fin fee 
the fud confequences of their condua, and dediderately tranfgrefs: but 
whatever they may either ferceive or intend, all who caulelefsly divide any 
pure part of Chriit’s flock, actually do the sAimg ; and although they thould 
mmean well, which feditious people rarely do, the beti intention will no 
more vindicate them, than it did Saul when he perfecuted our Lord’s dif 
ciples, Indeed, fince the confequences of {chifm are fo baneful, what 
wonder that St. Paul, Gal, v. 20. ranks diyosasizgs seditions (which ought to 
be rendered divisions as it is Rom. xvi. 16,) in the black catalogue which 
excludes from the kingdom of Heaven? what womder that St. Cyprian 
hath faid, «© He cannot have God for his Father, who hath not the Church 
for his mother, and that the Church of England teaches all her children to 
pray From herefy and {chilm, Good Lord, deliver us!” If it feem 
ilrange that ichilm fhould be fo great a crime, when it may be committed 
without departing from the fairs, or the breach of what is commonly rec- 
koned the rules of morality, let it be confidered, that it is the are act of 
seharating from the church, which Chrift himfe!f tells us, caufeth his name 
to be blaiphemed, and which gives the wicked world a handle to fay, that 
ke ig ROL a divine person, hecau‘e he either wanted wifdom to devile a pro- 
per plan, or -power to carry it into effect, for keeping his followers united, 
and then all wonder muft ceafe, and the great guilt of afvistow immediatel 
appear. Wherefore, fince we learn from St. Jude that the fip of Cora 
tay be gommitted under the-Go'pe!, as well as under the law, — 
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alfo muft be fenfible, that becaufe his punifhment was dreadful, Numb, 
xvi. $2. his guilt muft have been great, let all denominations of Chriftians 
anxioufly enquire, whether by dividing the Church of God when no finful 
term of communion was required, they are not involved in that enormous 
crime ; and if they are, as alas! too many, if their inquiry is fair, will 
find they are, let them for God's fake and their own, immediately return 
into the true fheepfold, that they may find reft to their fouls. And let 
thofe who on mas | ground fhall ke convinced that they have not wandered 
from Chritt’s flock, thank God for his mercy, and earnefily pray, that from 
herefy, and fchifm, and every evil work, their good Lord may continue to 
deliver and preferve them ! 


W.A. D. 
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Comments oN Mr. Hakpcastie’s Derence oF THE Missionary 
SOCIETY. 


TO THE EDITOR. 
Sir, 


HEN I fint determined, as far as laid in my little power, to exert 
my mental faculties in defence of our highly refpe&ted Conftitution, 
I certainly had no intention to commit myfelfin controverly with fuch great 
men as the conductors of the Mifhonary Society » but when allertions are ad-+ 
vanced which | know to be falfe, I fhould deem myfelf extremely culpable 
if | fthould hefitate for one moment in adopting that line of condu& which 
duty moft evidently points out: for though religion ought certainly to be 
held fgcred by us all, yet it has already been made the mafk to conceal fo 
many flagitions defigns that whenever we meet with any thing /u/picious 
either in the doctrines themfelves;. their mode of propagation; er the cha- 
racters of their propagators; | do hold that we are bound in the moft facred 
obligation to God ; in juftice to ourfelves, and in duty to our fellow-tub- 
jets, to fcrutinize them with all our difcriminating pewers under the full 
conviction that the trath, or genuine Chriftianity, will lofe nothing by the 
difcuilion. A gerileman who profeffes himfelf to have been a dire€tor of 
the Miffonary Society trom its firft rife, and an attender at all its meetings, 
aflerts, as his firft fact in defence of that fociety in your No. for February, 
* that he bas never once heard a political fubje&t introduced.” I fee] my- 
felf extremely unwilling to give his gentleman the refort courteous which 
every utterer of a premeditated falfehood certainly deferves, and I therefore 
think myfelf lucky in this inftance that Mr. Cockin, in his fermon preached 
before the fociety, takes moft completely the unpleafant tafk from my 
fhoulders, for this fermon is bigh/y political. The fecond fa& adduced b 
Mr. Hardcattle is, “ that the direct tendency of a? their proceedings, be 
in the ai/rtéution of Trad?s and Village-preaching, and in Sunday-{chools, 
is to call off the attention of the lower orders of the people from political 
fubjeds; and this eflect has been produced in a very remarkable and ex- 
tenfive degree.” Upon the firft part of this ailertion 1 beg leave toremark, 
that Mr. Crabtree, the old diffenting Minifter at Bradford, was the gentle- 
man who collected my contr.busion for the Miflionary Society; and that the 
fame old diflenting Miniiter was, to bis everlafting difgrace, the di//ributor 
of that /mail tract, before frequently noticed by the inquirer in bis writings, 
, . which 
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which contains as much political poifon as was, perhaps, ever condenfed into 
fo fmall a compafs: with refpect to the latter claufe in this [weeping affer- 
tion, the Inquirer begs leave io declare that in the circle of his obfervation 
which has been pretty entenfive, exa@tly the reverfe has taken place, and 
that he has known only one fingle inftance, and that occurred in the 
Methodift connexion not the Miflionary, where Mr. Hardcaftle’s affertion 
has been verified. This gentleman ventures, however, to obferve further, 
« that he is we.l perfuaded one caufe of the ¢ranguillity of the poor which 
diftinguifhes the pre/ent from thofe fcenes of diforder and principles of dif- 
organifation which prevailed feven years ago, is to be traced to the exer- 
tions to which he has referred.” But, Sir, does, does not every man in the 
kingdom know that the tranquillity of the poor has been regularly dimnz/b- 
ing from the era he mentions; and that the principles of diforganization 
have as regularly increafed, till information avas laid before Government, 
no longer fince than laft year, of confpirators fworn to the amount of 
thoufands to overturn the Conftitution, in confequence of which Defpard 
and his diffenting methodiftic friends have been fent into eternity; and are 
confidered by fome as martyrs to the caufe of freedom and re/ gion? ‘The 
next allegation that claims our notice is, ‘‘ fhould it happen that any one of 
the teachers fhould ever fo far forget his duty as to introduce politica] fub- 
jects, he would immediately be difmitled by the fociety with which he is 
connected.” I do indeed, Sir, feel myfelf intitled to afk after perufing 
this, if the upright Mr. Crabtree, though long ago convicted of doing this, 
if Dr. Haweis recking at this moment under the lafh of Dean Milman, and 
the Anti-Jacobin Reviewers for doing this: I do beg leave to alk if Mr, 
Cockin, condemned by his own fermon and the reprehenfions of the Ma- 
gittrate, under whofe eye he had the audacity to offend in this inftance; | 
do beg leave to afk if all or any of thefe gentlemen have been di/miffed from 
the M:fionary Society for their evil deeds? I believe, Sir, it will be fcarcely 
requifite to notice the ftale diflenting trick to which this gentleman de- 
fcends, when he can find neither truth nor argument {efficient in the barren 
wilds of {chifm to attach our credence to his affertions ; for | have no doubt 
but you have already paid it fufficient attention: permit me, however, to 
obferve, that there is no little lack of integrity in firft denominating the 
well fupported complaintsagaintt itinerants calumny, and then modeftly aiferting 
that this calumny is faft dying away, when it is a notorious fact, that the laft 
champion who appeared in the caufe, as pompous as his Holinets was at the 
outfet, has flunk away from the confliét, and left upon the public mind the 
full convition that his pofitions are altogether untenable. 
I have the honour to remain, Sir, 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
Bradford, April 15, 1803. Tue Inquirer, 
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Attorney General's Pledge to bring forward a New Adultery Bill. 


TO THE EDITOR. 


Sir, 
WAS exceedingly pleafed with your criticifm on Dr. Booker’s Poem, 
Carista, at p. 180, &c. of your Review for Feb. 1803. I perfectly 
accord with your great and juft feverity on the cfime of apuitery, which 
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you | tell us the above mentioned poem difcuffes; as well as your pointed 
animadverfions on fome very exalted male and female votaries thereo’, 

who by their condu& have outraged. common decency, broken down the 
barriers which fhould ever be preferved inviolate between virtue and vice, 
and proceededsvery far in the deep laid confpiracy of laughing Chriftian 
morality out of countenance, and banifhing decorum from the tace of the 
earth, 

Moft cordially do I fubfcribe to the truth of Doctor Pooker’s remark, 
which ‘you have quoted with approbation, that ‘the imdifference of many 
females” (even in the higheft ranks of fociety) “ to the culpable and vici- 
ous conduct of thofe with whom they affociate, is a very copious fource of 
the national depravi:y.” You have molt couageoufly pointed the finger of 
obfervation to the conduct of an individual whom you diftinguifh by the 
epithet of “ the proudeft peer in bis Majefty’s dominions,” and his very immo- 
ral and fhameful protection of an ANULTERESS, wha, inftead of being 
driveh with juft contempt and indignation from the fociety of all thofe 
who have the fmalleft pretenfions to the character of modefty, hathbeen 
countenanced and vifited by numbers of the mo/ Safbionable perfonages of 
the kingdom, and, as you emphatically exprefs it, “ hath been received 

with open arms by perfons of high” (it may be added, of the bighe//) 
rank.’ What fhall we think of a paragraph appearing in the public 
newfpapers, very lately, which announces that THE MOST FASHIONABLE 
m™pure in the united kingdom, on the occafion of fome asseMBLIES 
which fle gave on three diftin€ nights, had “ five hundred peop'e of the 
Sirjt faftion esch of the three nights!!!" Is vice then become fo fa/bion- 
able that it vaunts itfelf thus publi ly in defiance of decency and common 
propriety ? And fhall the very exalted flation of thofe who pra@ice, or of 
th@n who uphold and countenance it, tie up the tongues or reftrain the 
pens of the friends of virtue? No! thank heaven, we are not yet fo 
totally funk in the whirlpool of vice and degeneracy as to be afraid ot 
{peaking the language of truth, o! holding up the deteftable form of vice to 
the public fcorn and indi. gnation, and of guarding the true friends of virtue 
from her deceitful alluremenis, whenever the prefling neceffities of. the 
times imperioufly demand it 

To the invitation you have held out to the friends of morality and virtue 
at p. 151 of your Magazine for Feb. 1803, I moft readily attend, and ftep 
forward a ready and willing volunteer in the glorious caufe you have un- 
dertaken to defend ; under your banners with great cheerfulnefs do I en- 
lift myfelf, and with ardour and fincerity am ready to contribute my mite, 
fmall and inconfiderable though it be, to the fup port of decency and the 
advancement of religion amonzft the fons of men. Let the friends of re- 
ligion bravely rally round her flan lard—let thofe to whom decency and 
morality are yet dear, unanimoufly and heartily jom their exertions, and 
the fall of this our country (rich, /ururious, and corrusted though indeed it 
is) may for fome confiderable time be retarved, Fall indeed it of necet- 
fity muft, when the whole mafs of fluids which circwiate through the body 
politic become entirely corrupted ; when the heart becomes fick, and the 
whole conflitution thoronghly tainted with the contagion of vice; but as 
yet let us hope there are many times “ ten righteous perfons” tq be found 
whofe virtues may seid loudly at the throne of grace and mercy to pre- 
vent the awful downfall o our ftate. May the endeavours of thefe good 
and vighteous perfons be fuccefsfully exerted to flem the torrent of licen- 
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tioufnefs by which. we are overwhelmed, and to corre& the moral evils 
which now abound amongtt us!! 

Should yow approve of the {pecimen here prefented to you of the prin- 
ciples of your correfpondent, and deem them worthy of a place in your 
Magazine, you will encourage me to fend you very tpeedily a critique on 
two very popular plays, the production of a celebrated German dramatitt, 
the evident defign of which was moft undoubted'y to “‘ ftrip Vice of her 
deformity, familiarize Innocence with Crime, and render ADULTERY an 
object of courteous contemplation ; and thereby deftroy thofe limits whic h 
have hitherto feparated” (and ought ever to feparate) ** the bad from the 
good.” 

No one can deplore more fincerely than myfelf the obftacles (for fuch 
we mutt in all fair conftruction and charity fuppote there have be en) which 
have oppofed themfelves to the publicly declared intention of his Majetty’s 
Attorney General to bring into Parliament a new ApuLTekY Birt, for 
which, as you juftly obferve, “ he ftand. folemnly pledged to the public,” 
and for the hitherto non-performance of which I feel difpofed ” to give him 
credit for being able fatisfactorily to account. ‘The virtuous.part of the 
community have by no means loft fight of this interefting fubject, which 
every well-difpofed perfon muft, with a glance of thought, perceive to be 
indifpenfibly neceflary in the prefent corrupted fiate of manners amongft 
that exalted clafs of the community who upon every confideration ought to 
fet a very different example to the inferior orders of their fellow tubjeéts. 
Allow me, in particular, to fay that in common with yourfelf Lhave con- 
ftantly looked for, and ardently defired the production of this long expected 
Bill, and have to lament that my hopes on this head have been hitherto 
difappointed. Still, however, do I cherifh the hope that ere Jong the At- 
torney Genera] wil] take care that his “ pledge thall be redeemed ”—that 
he will produce a Bill efficacious in its operation —that a punifhment com- 
menfarate to the heinoufnels of the offence * will be inflicted on thofe 
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* I very greatly approve of the extra€t which you have giv en to your 
readers, at p. 133, of your laft February Magazine, from Sibbett’s “ Disserta- 
tion on the Injiuence of * Luxury,” concerning the mode of punifhment for the 
abovementioned crime; allow me to prefent you with an extract from a 
very fentible and well-written litle tract, publithe ‘d anonymoutly in the 
year 1799, by Messrs. Rivtngtons, intituled “ Thoughts on Marriage and Cri- 
minal Conversatic n, Sc. €oe.” w sherein the grounds and reafons of the punith- 
ment which the writer recommends are fet forth in a very judici ious man- 
ner, in the foliowing words: 

“ To loofe the grafp of fafiion—to check the vanity of afpirers to pro- 
fligate diti iincti on—and to turn the reftlefsne!s of offentation to fome le's 
noxious Channel, it is evident that a remedy mufi be tought which will in- 
clude in its severity as much of mortification and fjublic shame as may be con- 
fifient with justice. No one indeed can qzetiion how difficult, if net im- 
potlible, its to induce the fenfe of thame on a mind already callous to 
focial affection; but vanity may be mortificd, pripe may be humbled, 
and the wretch who would gladly facrifice the world to thole defiruétive 
pailions, may, by the force of laws, be placed in fuch a fituation as to re- 

verie 


1 
. § 
4 
4 
at 
%., ‘ 
y 
4. { 
ae 
a 
bs 


* 


ee eT es Seems 














ee tapes 
— os 
> 
coca a 


ay 
a * 


7 : oa = a 
Piero Nesey ese A gene 
or . ‘ slatirig 
Asana nadine aoe ann emeenieeiedimonental 


| seein eo mamma 











* 
Pi 
P 


j -? 
ae 
ea | 
| | 
‘i 


seme OR Dh 


_ 


Pay AA <tngnlin 8 
ep mee 


ae 


= 


a ee 


el es 
~~ 


a7 " 
ta age RINE cp 


— 


ee a alte se . 
ie: Bie soars 


mee Sth 
a - 


ete 


conten 
roa 


< 
ne et mle ghey Aono nlpemngay Annes com 
= rs 


ao 
ta 


oe 


- 
— 





rete Lae 





Agee Pe oe 
A Ge ne 





ee 


rome oie rie alias 








| 





go — Mifeellaneous. 


who are guilty of it—and that thofe, who cannot be prevailed on-by a fenfe 
of religion, duty, or common honetty, to abftain from it, will however in 
fome meafure be reftrained by thofe temporal pains and penalties which it is 


to be apprehended the framers of the Bill will find abfolutely neceffary to 
attach to it. 


Iam, Sir, your very humble fervant, 
Diragetnc. 





Tue Bracpon Conrroversy. 


TO THE EDITOR. 
Sir, 
NE of your correfpondents, in your Magazine for Fe bruary, 1805, 
who figns him‘elf Senex, and dates his letter from Bristol, hath in a 

very temperate and modefi manner, endeavoured to fet you right in regard 
“to the account you have given of the Rev. T. Dre -witt, Curate of Ched- 
dar,” &c. and in that and other circumflances relating to this controver! y 
juppofes ‘* you have been impofed upon by the movers and abettors of it.’ 
Give me leave to fay, Sir, that in this fentiment myiclf and many others 
.perfecily agree, and that we are extremely forry to perceive that you have 
taken fo very decided a part on one side of the quettion, as in the opinion of 
many impartial men to fcarcely give fair play to the oiler. Perhaps you 
may not be tenfible of this, but it is notwithftanding very certainly ‘the 
opinion of many of your resders, w ho, in Feneral, highly approve of “ your 
zeal in fupport of our eftablifhment in Church and State.” 

Mr. Fditor, 1 am a clergyman of the eflablifhed Church, and as warm 
an advocate for it as yourtelf can poffibly be. and alio an equal enemy to 
the enthusiastic byfocrisy of the people called Metuopists, from a frequent 
and attentive observation of the ferious mifchiefs which their tenets have 
produced, and are daily producing, in fociety: and if I could feel pertuad- 
ed that this leaven exilied in the alarming manner which the BLAGpON 
Curate has aflerted it does in feveral perfons whom he mentions in his 
pamphlets, fhould think more favourably of bis caufe (though not of the 
manner in Which he hath fuflained it) than 1 now do. But in fome in- 


oe 





verfe his with, and make him defirous of factificing his paffions to the 
world, To effeét this purpofe the expedient here propoted is, that for 
every proved offence of teduction the offender thould fufler, either with or 
without pecuni iry mulet, @ confinement for a limited time in Newgate, or any 
other public jail in the kingdom, The reaton for what is here fiated is obvious. 
It may fairly | be prefumed, that how loofe foever our manners may he, we 
are not yot arrived at fuch a pitch of hardthood that any man fhould find 
a fubject of gratification to vanity in declaring that Ze fa d been for so many 

months confined in the cells of Newgate; were there fuch men, the PrtLoRyY 
(and, permit me to add, corporal junishment) might be.a proper additicn to 
their jentence.” See ‘‘T houghts,” &c. p. 54. 

If to the abovementioned punifhments Mr. Sibbett’s plan of solitary cone 
finement were added, my word for it, this crime would be fpeedily and effec- 
tually checked! ! 
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ftances I know he has miftated and exaggerated facts, and therefore am in- 
clined to think he has done {fo in others, | think it neceilary to flate my 
principles in the clear and exprefs manner I have done above, that you 
may not imagine that what follows proceeds from any affection to MerHo- 
DisTs, Or their caule. It is my misfortune, Mr. Editor, not to lee the 
conduct of the principal parties implicated in the above Controverfy in the 
fame light as you do; in particular, I do not think the conduct of the 
Bracpon Rector {o very culpable as you appear to do, or that of the 
Bracpon Curate fo commendable. 

The productions which have iliued from the pen of the BLacoon Cu- 
RATE, and which have come before the public ¢,e through the medium of 
the prefs, feem to me to breathe in every fentence a ipir:t (o diametrically 
oppotite to that of the goipel of the crucified Saviour of mankind, that from 
the moment of my feemg his firit production on this tubject my mind, L 
confefs, was irreliftibly alienated from him and his cauie. Pxtpe and 
SELF-SUFFICIENCY appear to me very prominent features in moli of the 
productions of the BLacpon Curare during this Controverly; and thole 
frequent inftances of misrejvesentation and untruth, both retpecting himtelf 
and his Rector, which fo frequently appear in them, very greatly detract 
from the merits of his caufe. ‘The only inftance of judgment which, in my 
humble opinion, the Curate hath exhibited in this long protracted Con- 
iroverfy, is that of feizing the fubjeét of Meruopism, againit which the 
tide of yous remarks and of other periodical contiitutional writers is jult 
now directed, as an handle and pretext to advance the object (that of his 
own aggrandizement or preferment) which he appears to have had con- 
ftantly in view. ; 

The Buacpon Rector has been greatly mifreprefented by his Cu- 
RATE throughout the Controverfy, and for this realon may have appeared 
to you to have been guilty of unhandfome conduct. By partially itating 
fume facts relating to the leafe of the living of BLacpven, and iniidioully 
fupprefling others, the Cunare hath made his Recror’s conduct appear 
culpable, but if the Cur are’s arts in the above affair were fully developed, 
a very different opinion would prevail. As to the ScuooiMasrer’s bias 
to Methodism, the oftenfible, though not real caute of this Countroverly, the 
Curate in the ftrongeli poffible terms had fome years before recommended 
him to his Recror’s notice, asa man peculiarly well qualified to under- 
take the care of a Sunday-school; and becaufe an inquiry was initituted into 
the quantum of this Methodistical taint, the indignation of the Curare was 
excited in the indecent manner which to his dilgrace is before the public. 
The Bracpow Rector you may depend upon it is no more tainted with 
the enthufiaflic madnefs of Meshodism, than is your very humble fervant, 

April 22, 1803. VisRITAS, 


P.S. [hope your loveof caypour and truts will induce you to 
give a place to the above letter in your valuable Miicellany. 








Having fuffered Veritas to fpeak for himfelf, we thall now take the li- 
berty of luggeiting to him, that it is not veiy confiftent with the character 
which he has aflumed, to accule a clergyman, who is the mintiter of rRUuTH, 
of having advanced UNTxUTHS, without adducing a fingle fact in fupport 
of his allertion. Nor is it, he muft allow us to obierve, very decent fo to 
attack, gnonymoufly, a gentleman who has prefixed his name to every 

production 


alien ae 


ao 


jes 2 


Fi din: okey 


ee tae a 


vee oh 


“ 


" —s 
es 


, - 
& iq 
. os 
a. 

ee 
= | 
* 

oe 
\ 

> 
#! 
) 4 
9 
uv 
| 


-* 


So bree 


. 
ee ae os 


i 4 
a ae ee eae 


Ti Nee. hy : 


-! 





yy 
7 


ae me hw eee ee 


ee 


Se sk 


Po 








50 RR = el Siig ae ae ae 
er" - 
Pee 








aero 
a nn ene eas, 


a a 








Miftellanesus. 


92 

nction of his pen. It is not by the fimple affirmative of any indivi- 
dual; it is not by artful inuendoes, fecret whifpers, or dark infinuations 5 
nor yet, by exerting private inflaence to check inquiry and to fiop up the 
channels of public information ; arts, all of which have been, again and 
again, employed by the adv ovates and abettors of Mrs. More, that the 
damning pjrcofs which have been exhibited in the courte of this Controverfy, 
can be repelled or weakened. | If her friends be wile, they will hence eforth 
refrain from the ufe of weapous which recoil on themielves, and if the lady 
herfelf have the courage to read ey very thing which has been written on the 
fubject, (mofi of which we have been given to underftand has been with- 
holden from her by the fingular prudence of her fitters) and have {till any 
regard left for her own reputation, fhe will even now, better late than 
never, {peak for herfellf, and in her own mame; breaking that pertinacious 
filence, which, whatever the flattering fools that {urround her, intent only 
on adminiliering food to her vanity, may fay, is alike detrimental to her 
caufe, and injurious to her character. 
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Secrer Societies in Swepen and the Noxtn of Germany. 


TO THE EDITOR, 
Sir, 

FTER all the acknowledged influence of Secret Societies abroad, their 
known promotion of revolutionary meafures, and though the life of 
the Britif fovereign * has been repeatedly"threatened by the branches of 
the revolutionary scion in this capital ; yet, probably, becaufe feveral con- 
y omnt upon the eve of execution have been fortunately or cafually 
ifcovered, the indifference of the nation at large as to the discovery, ex- 
posure, and latent causes of thele violent eruptions, is really fingular. To Bar- 
ruel, though a foreigner, and Profetlor Robifon, who have written on thefe 
infidel and myitical alfociations abroad, the public attenticn has been gene- 
rally and particularly direcied, as if the political frenzy they have treated 

of, had only a local habitation; or was a real, and rare exoric / 

Thus the accurate know ledge of fimilar plants of our own grow th, ex- 
cepting to the readers of the Anti- Jac obin Review, and a very few publi- 
cations befides, feems to have been induftrioully concealed.+ 

After all, perhaps, to excite {edition by any extenfive intrigue or clo!c- 

nefs of connection is not yet in the character of Englifhmen—Religion is 
acement that the modern builders of philofophical or new (yfems have 
moftly rejefied—Plots however againit kingdoms and nations have not 
ceafed, even with the French revolution—And, as we cannot dilcredit the 
official documents publithed by the Court of Stockholm, though the con- 





* About the time the adherents of the late Colonel! Defpard were to 
make the attempt to aflaflinate his Majetiy in the Park, a private fociety/in 
this city debated the quetiion——W hether the aflaflination of Czefar by Brutus 
was a laudable act? ‘This is an undoubted faét, 

t Refpecting the publication here alluded to, the asprodaiion of two 
learned and ce Febrated bishois have not been adequate to the disafprobation 


of an obfcure deokseller. 
tents 
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tents of them may yet be new to the general reader, the particulars cannot 
be unintere(ting to the more fage and philofophical obferver, who has been 
in the habit of calculating upon the great power of the democratical fer 
ment, and the amazing efficacy of that four leaven that would fain mingle 
with the whole mafs. ” Sweden then, and the North of Germany, in 1808, 
have been the lafi fiage of this kind of con{piracy, the Secretary of Court, 

Karl Boheman, according to various accounts from Stockholm, through 
his mode of living, and the reports of his adventures, is faid to have excited 
an unfavourable opinion in the.publiec mind—bhis pretended myfieries, his 
feigned vitions and revelations; his indecorous interference in politics, and 
his preftumptuous predictions refpecting the fate of various ttates, excited 
the fulpicion of government, which was increaled by their confideration of 
the manner in which he had obtained the wealth he pollefled, 

Afier various attempts to conceal the truth, the culpability of his views 
has been confirmed by irrefragable proofs, and a confefiion that he was 
attuated partly by felintereft and partly by ambition, which, with the 
affetation and aliifiance of myftery, and that propenfity which certain cha- 
racters potfels for t! e Be nernatural at the e xpence of common fenfe, were 
the degrees by which he promifed himfelf to arrive at his object. Thefe 
ailumptions were aii ied by-an order of the influence of which he meant 
to avail himfelf.— Fis political fpeculations he conieffed, fince his late ap- 
prehention, were crude, and his predictions without foundation; but with 
refpeét to the increafe of his fortune, afler many ablurd and contradictory 
fiatements, he not only aggravated the fulpicion as to the means he had 
ufed of inereafing it, bat finally profefied to have owed it intirely to the 
liberality of a perfou of diftin étion out of the country. 

The papers found in Boheman’s poflefhon, were examined in his pre- 
fence, and being by him acknowledged, atter being marked, were feverally 
fealed. 

Thefe papers chiefly confifted of a foreign correfpondence by letters, 
fome of them from perfons abroad, ftrongly marked by fome political deei- 
fions, calculations and p ropo fals which probably attac hed to a very exten- 
five and well connected plan, the period for a developement of which had 
not arrived ; and though fuch an epoch was fufficiently evident, and muft have 
been formidable, the enquirers did rot flitte r the ‘mfelves that they were 
then in the poffetlion of the whole clue of evidence, as to the full extent of 
the relations and connections of the plan in queflion. 

Boheman’s pretended revelations being fupported by the bo'deft and moft 
confident attempts upon perfons of all ranks, are acknowledged to have 
had no {mall effect; and it is farther afferted, upon the authority of docus 
ments found in is poileilion, that he was a principal perfon among the 
pretended adepts who are diftinguifhed by the name of the /siagc Bro- 
therhood. 

According to fubfequent enquiries, the laws and the organization of the 
order to which Boheman belonged, are pregnant with the abufe of the 
fundamentals of Chriftianity-—what is the mot worthy to be known of them, 
as they refpect found politics, is the government of the fociety by an un 
known council, endowed with unlimited powers; and to whom obedience 
was fecured from the brotherhood, by an oath of inviolable fecrefy, never 
to difclofe the refidence of the governing alfembly, nor the names of the 
brotherhood ; and alfo to juitify the affumption of its power over all govern 
ments, feofsle and nations, war and peace, life aud death; as thus much is ap- 

parent 
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parent, from a document found in Boheman’s poffeffion: upon thefe prine 
ciples of an unlimited confidence, and a paflive obedience to the commands 
of its unknown council, the whole fyftem of this order is founded. ‘The great 
abufes to which such aljociations are fubje€t could not long elcape the vigi- 
lance of the Swediih government. 

This order feems to have had its origin in the fouth of Germany: only 
its too rapid {pread, and a cestain controverfial paper, excited, according to 
Boheman’s calhictnl, fuch an alarm, that the fuperiors of the order, 
were for fome time, obliged to fufpend {ome of their meetings. Hence, 
with a view to clude the obfervation of the public, Boheman was induced 
to change the name of the iociety, and in a great meafure to alter the 
places of meeting. This he effected by eliablifhing a new chapter at va- 
rious places in Sweden, Denmark, and the North of Germany-—the latter 
are thofe lately difcovered. But under other names, the ailociation {till 
retained the fame laws and regulations; the fame unlimited obedience to 
the unknown council; and the {ame religious ceremonies to thole of the 4:ia- 
tic Brotherhood. The only ditierence between them and all other affociations, 
rs the novelty, which admits of the admiilion af females into the fociety. 
From thefe premifes it is inferred, that the organization and order of this 
fociety are in direct oppofition to civil fubordination, religion, and mora- 
lity ; and that Boheman, as a principal, is the more highly culpable, 

Upon Boheman’s plea, that though a Swede by birth, he had been a very 
confiderable time fettled in Denmark, where he is the owner of landed pro- 
peity, the king of Sweden recommended the medfure of delivering him up 
to the Danifh government. Oh 

In confequence of the faéts abovementioned, the Lieutenant-governor of 
Stockholm, by virtue of a royal mandate, dated March 26, 1905, has pub- 
lifhed the following remarkable ordinance. 

“« Since his Majefty has been informed, that in this capital, as well as 
in other provinces and towns of this kingdom, various focieties or orders, 
fo called, have been formed, whofe members have been initiated from one 
degree to another by the adminiftration of oaths, and otherwife united by 
obligations of various kinds: His Majefty, not to fuffer any of thefe obli- 
gations to prejudice morality, religion, or civil fubordination, has thought 
proper to oblige all chiefs, or thofe who are at the head of {uch affociations, 
under pain of caflation of the order, without delay, to inform the Lieute- 
nant-governor of their refidence, and in the provinces, the governors or prin- 
cipal perions, not only of the formulary of their oaths and obligations which 
are adminifiered upon the reception of their members of all degrees, but 
alfo of the particulars and ihe principal objeét of the affociation. The 
documents received by the Lieutenant-governor of Stockholm, and the go- 
vernors of the provinces, are to be tran{mitted to the King, which, when 
revi'ed, are to be returned to the faid chiefs, as a rule for their focieties. 
His Majetiy has likewile enjoined, that no new order {hall be eftablithed 
m future, unlefs proper notice be given and the aforefaid conditions ob- 
ferved, wader pain Me penalty of fifty rix dollars for each perfon fo ille- 


gally admitted, and which penalty for each perfon enjoying any office under 
Greets and offending againit thefe regulations, is to be doubled. The 

Jeutenant-governor of Stockholm, and the governors of the provinces, 
fhall alio have free acce/$ to all the focieties without being obliged to Be- 
come members of the fame. Whenever they may demand information of 
the particulars of each lociety, it fhall not be refufeds under pain of caflation 


of 





Society for the Suppreffion of Vice: 95 


of the order. The Lieutenant-governor of Stockholm, and the governors 
of the provinces, as allo“the officers of the police, by virtue of their office, 
hall likewile have free entrance into the focieties, but under the obligation 
of keeping filence, as are alfo the members of thele focieties, in every 
thing not immediately relative to the inftitution, or that, which by virtue of 
their office, there ts a neceility for them to exprefs,” 

The Freemafons, ttanding under his Majetty’s immediate prote@tion, are 
alone excepted from this inipection, aud the effects of this general order. 


——— - — 
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SocI£ETY FOR THE SUPPRESSION OF VICE. 


TO THE EDITOR. 
Sir, London, March 1, 1803. 


Trouble you with this, in anfwer to your correfpondent Senex, whofe 

letter appeared in your laft number; and I do fo with the more plea- 
fure, as it gives me another opportunity of obferving the attention of your 
very numerous readers to an inftitution of the greateft and moft beneficial 
importance to the interefts of this kingdom, namely, Tbe Society for the Sup- 
preffion of Vices 

Your correfpondent Senex expreffes himfelf defirous of knowing with 
what defcription of men the feciety has originated. 

Be it known then, that this fociety owed its earlicft origin to men of 
found Chrittian faith, tried loyalty, and moft firm and fteady friends of that 
true glory of Britain, the venerable and Apotiolic Church of England ; 
and that the members thereof are confined to thofe of the eflablifhed 
Charch. 

But for further and moft fatisfactory information of the origin, plan, and 
views of this fociety, 1 take leave to refer to the firft part of their Addre({s 
to the Public, lately publifhed, price 2s. and which may be had of Meili; 
Rivingtons, St. Paui’s Church-yard; and of E, Spragg, No. 16, King- 
fireet, Ccvent-garden. 

And, Mr. Editor, before I conclude, permit me to fay, that all men, be 
their ftation what it may, be their abilities as extenfive as poflible, who 
really love their country, and would promote its beft interetis, are called 
upon to perufe with attention, the Addrefs (to the Public) of the Society 
for the Suppreflion of Vice ; for its pages do contain matters that moft im- 
perioufly call for fincere and deep confideration. Can any reafonable man 
for a moment hefitate to admit, that the mere circumftance of a fociety, 
profeffedly inftituted for the purpofe of fupprefling fuch a ruinous and mi- 
ferable a thing as vice, does call for attention ;—calling then for attention, 
every wife and confiderate man will enquire into their views and inform 
himfelf of their whole plan. If men will therefore only a@ thus far rea- 
fonably, the Addrets of this Society will be generally read; and if gene- 
rally read, I am convinced it cannot fail to produce the moft extenfive 
encouragement and fupport to the inftitution, and by that means be of 
mott beneficial influence. 1 only wifh the merits of fuch an infiitution to 
be fairly canvaffed, that it fhould have an impartial hearing, and to pre- 
vent, if poflible, its real merits being overlooked ami.ft the libellous and 
noify clamour of ingonfiderate men; and [ would moit earnelily requett 
every well-minded man to give bis reafon fair play in a difcudion fo ims 
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portant ; for it is moft lamentable to confider that in an age, the pretended 
boaft of which is a free and candid exercife of the human mind, it fo often 
happens that the fneer of the thoughtlefs, the oppofition of the profligate, 
and the craftinefs of the infidel, ftand in the place and get the better of 
reafon itfelf. I call then upon men of reafon to confider this Addrefs, and 
having done fo, I am confident the refult will be fuch as to give the caufe 
of vice the fevereit blow—to fhew itin all its horrid deformity—to prevent 
much of its evil, and to punifh its obftinate and notorious abettors. 
Having the caufe of this fociety moft earneftly at heart, I could not ree 
frain from faying thus much, to promote an inftitution, which would, in his 
corrupt times, have met with the encouragement of that truly great ttatef- 


man, Lord 
CLARENDON. 


P.S. To convince the public that the Society for the Suppreflion of 
Vice are really in earne‘t, and by numbers of annual fubfcribers are mak- 
ing rapid progrefs in the great work they have undertaken, their addrefs 
informs the world that their numbers are already above Five Hundred and 
Fifty :—every week adds many new names; and as the inflitution is more 
known, little doubt can be entertained of complete ultimate fucce(s; for 
fucce(s cannot be better and more effe@ually enfured than by numbers— 
great numbers—of men fteadily combining their united efforts in one 
common caule. 

The fecretary of the Society, through whofe means any perfon may be 
propofed and balloited for becoming a member, is Mr. Pitcher, Charles- 
fireet, Covent Garden, * — 





LecGAL PENALTIES ON OrnvpAINED SCWISMATICS, 


TO THE EDITORS. 

GeNTLEMEN, 
¢ ie public are much indebted to you for expofing the frands and ma- 

chinations daily praétiied by the Methodifts, and for pointing out the 
infamy of thofe falie brethren am having fubicribed to the Articles and 
Doctrines of the Church, and procured pofieilion of benefices within her 
boiom, preach {chiim trom her pulpits, and irequent conventicles founded 
in oppofition to that Church. I beg leave, through the channel of your 
Review, to point out to the obfervation of the clergy in general, that thele 
traitors to the Church are liable, under the 22d of Charles Il. chap. 1. 
fe&. 3, toa penalty of 2O/. for every time they preach in a conventicle ; 
that is, out of the Mftablifhed Church. This aét being repealed by 1 W. 
and M. 18. commonly called the Toleration A&, in favour of Dissenting 
Ministers only —A clergyman holding a benefice cannot fo call him/elf. 


LAICUS. 
Apri! 7, 1803. 


POETRY. 

















“to ) 
POETRY. 





HE following Ode has been put into our hands by a friend, and, never 
having feen it in print, we cannot refift the temptation of laving it 
before our readers, who, we think, will be as much pleated with the pe- 
rufal of it, as we have been aurfelves. Certainly the vice which it lathes 
is as prevalent now as at any former period; ahd the fatire, therefore, 
could never be better applied.“ The litt!e Tale of Woe” which it con- 
tains, fays a fair critic, whofe purity of tafte can only be exceeded by the 
foundnets of her principles, the folidity of her judgment, and the correct- 
nels of her conduét, “ firikes me as being related with a fingdlar degree 
of elegant and pathetic fimplicity.” 


An ODE ro SCANDAL. By T. Titxvey, Efq. M. P. 


O Thou, whofe all-confoling power 
Can footh our cares to reit, 
Whole touch in fpleen’s moft vap’rith hout 
Can calm eacli female breatt ; 
Thee | irfvoke! great genius hear! 
Pity a lady’s fighs; 
Without thy kind relief Be near, 
Poor Coyuetina dies. 


Hafte thee then and with tlice bring 

Many a little venom’d {ting ; 

Many a tale that no one knows, 

Of thall-bé namele/s belles and beaux, 

Juft imported curtain lectures, 

Winks and nods and threwd conjeétures ; 
Halfa dozen firange fulpicions 

Built on ttranger fuppofitions; 

Unknown marriages fome twenty, 

Private child-bed linen—plenty : 

And horns juft fitted to fume people’s heads, 
And certain powder’d ccats—and-certain tumbled beds. 


Teach me, powerful genius, teach 
Thine Own mytterious art 
Safe from retaliation’s reach 
To throw detraction’s dart. 
So fhall my hand an altar raife, 
Sacred to thy tranfcendent praife, 
And daily with aliiduous care 
Some grateful facrifice prepare. 


The firft intormations 

Ot loft reputations 
As offerings to thee I’ll réfign ; 

And the earlieit news 

Of furpriz’d billet-doux , 
Shall gohiiant-be fetv’d at thy fhrine, 


NO; IX, VOL. XV; +e Ietrigues 


Saye 8 SO ee eee Ae ae 


2 4 va 


—— 


rus 


Pa es as ee 


ao ie 


oe 


~— 


es 
en 


“ES 
= _ 


~-e 
ee 








7 Erenittge o+ 
- 


Sa Se 


ae 








. - 
oe RI A a nc a a ~ 


Nn See eee ne re 
we phase > 


ee Lae ’ "Mee ~ a 
- Rb Fe in thane as 


Fee ee NY 
- 1 ee 





Mifcellanegus. 


Intrigues by the {core - 
Never heard of before, 

Shall the facrifice daily augment; 
And by each Morning Poit 
Some favourite toatt 

A victim to thee thal! be fent. 


Heav'ns! methinks I fee thy train 

Softly tripping o’er the plain. 

All the a Ay I view, 

Stepping forward two by two. 

Huth! for as they coupled walk, 

Sure I hear the letters talk ; 

Fhough lowly—fearful—whilp’ring~—half they fimother, 
The well-concerted tales they blab of one another. 


“ Lord, who'd have thought our coufin D 
“« Could dream of marrying Mrs. I. 

“ True; I don’t like fuch things to tell, 
* But faith I pity Mr. L; 

« And were I he, the bride to vex, 

“ I wou’d intrigue with Mrs. X. 

“ But they do fay that Charlotte U, 

“« With Fanny M, and you know who, 

* Oceafion’d all—for you muft know 

“ They fet their caps at Mr. O; 

“ And. as he courted «Mrs. E, 

“ They thought if fhe’d have coufin D, 
“ That things might be by Colonet A 

“ Juft brought about in their own way.” 





O how the pleafing fiyle regales my ear; 
But what sew forms are thofe which now appear? 
See yonder in the thicket throng 
Detigning Envy fkulks along, 
Big with malicious laughter ; 
Fa@tion and Cunning {well her train, 
While firetching far behind in vain, 
Poor Truth comes—panting after. 


Now, now indeed I burn with facred fires, 
"Tis Scandal’ felf that every thought in{pires ; 
I feel, all-potent Genius, now I feel 
Thy working magic thro’ each artery fteal. 
At thy command my fancy warms, 
And fweetly paints the alter’d {cene ; 
Thy touch now every grace deforms, 
And blackens every mien. 
Each moment to my prying eyes 
Some freth disfigured beauties rife; 
Fach minute I perceive fome flaw, 
That e’en all-nature never faw. 


« Huh!” fome airy whifp’rer hints, 
tn accents wilely faint, 


# Divine 





An Ode te Scandal. 


* Divine Cleora rather fquints, 
« Maria ules paint. 

“ That tho’ fome fops of Celia prate, 
« Yet be not her’s the praife ; 

“ For if the shou’d be patfling ttraight, 
« H—m! the may thank her stays. 

« Each {vol of Delia’s figure talks, 
“ And celebrates her fame, 

But for my part whene’er ihe walke 
“ T vow 1 think the’s lame. 

« And fee Ma’am Harriet tots her head, 
« Lord, how the creature ftares ! 

« Well—TI thank God it can’t be {aid 


“« | give my felf thofe airs.” 


But, foftly, fee yon form majeftic come, 
Whole awful frown firikes even Scandal dantl + 
Ah, me! the blood forfakes my trembling cheek, 
While fternly thus methinks 1 hear him Ipeak. 
“ Peace, {narling woman, peace ; 
?Tis Candour bids thee ceéale; 
Candour—at whole infulted name 
Even ¢fy face fhou’d burn with (hame: 
Too long I’ve tileut feen 
The venom of thy {pleen; 
Too long with fecret pain 
Obterw’d black Scandal’s reign j 
But now with indignation ftung, 
Juttice demands my tongue, 
And bids me drag the lurking fiend to light, 
And hold the deeds of darkne's up to tight. 
Look on this profpect! and if e’er thy brow 
Can feel compunction’s ficketting bluih—bluth now, 


Mark yonder weeping maid, 
Sadly deferted, laid 

Befide that mournful willow; 
There every day in filent woe 
She bids her tears incetlant flow, 
And every night forlornly pining, 
Mute on her lily hand rechning, 

Bedews her waking pillow. 


Sweet girl, the was dnce moft enchanfingly gay. 
Fach youth felt her charms and acknowledged her fway ; 
No arts did the ufe to acquire a grace, 
’Twas good-humour alone that enliven’d her face. 
Pure nature had leave in her aélions to {peak; 
The wildnels of youth gave the b'uth to her cheek ; 
And her looks uninfisncted her thoughts wou’d imyfrt, 
Since her eyes only flah’d from the war:nth of ber heart. 
Herlelf undefigning, no {chemes the fuipected ; 
Ne’er dreaming of so the negle.ted. 
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A thoufand kind females her fiory augmented ; 
Each day grinning Envy additions invented ; 
*Till fatiated Malice had gain’d all her ends, 

aE Had robb'd her of character—happine!s—friends. 


aes 


And now fad innocent, alone, 

Shunn’d as a pelt, fhe makes her moan ; 
And tm unheard defpatr ° 

Yields all-refign’d to toul-confuming care, 

Yet many a time her wand’ring brain 

Turns with its feverifi weight of pain, 

Hy And then a thoufand childith things 

mi © The pretty mad one rudely fings. 





Or mute on the path-way fhe gazes, 
. And weeps as fhe fcatters her daifies ; 
' And then in a ftrain more diftraftedly loud 
ee She chants the fad thoughts of her fancy ; 
i And fhivers, and fings of her cold throwd, 
re Alas! poor Nancy! 

~<_™ 


Nay, weep not now—'tis now too late; 

Thy friendthip might have ftopp’d her fate ; 

Rather now hide thy head in confcious fhame ; 

Thy tongue too buzz’d the lie that damn’d her fame.” 





Such is the triumph Scandal claims! 
Triumph derived from ruin’d names! 

Such as to generous minds unknown, 

An honett foul would bluli to own : 

Nor think, vain woman, while you {heer 

At others’ faults that you are clear. 
No;—turn your back, you undergo 

The felf-fame malice you to others thow ; 
And foon by fome malicious tale o’erthrown, 
Like Nancy fall, unpitied and unknown. 


Oh theh, ye blooming fair, attend; 

Oh take kind Candour for your. friend ; 
Nor forfeit fora por delight 

That power o'er man that’s yours by right. 


Te woman every charm was given, 
Detigu’d by all-indulgent Heaven, 
To fotten every cate : 
Yes, ye were form’d to d/ess mankind, 
To harmonize and foothe the mind, 
Tndeed—incced ye were, 


"7 


ee With the youth thaggfie loved, at the moon’s filver hour, 
MM, |) In confidence tender fhe’ flole to the bower ; 

Ait There he hoped to have all his defires obtain’d, 

fy ‘i But fhe {purn’d at the infult her virtue fuftain’d: 

el, th And 4e, in return for his baffled endeavour, 


Gave a hint—’twas enough ;—fhe was ruin’d for ever, 











The Tyrant. ror 
But when from thofe fweet lips#e hear 


i!!-nature’s whilfper—Envy’s {neer, 

Your power that moment dies ; 
Each coxcomb makes your name his fport, 
And fools when angry will retort 

What men of lente deipiie. 


Leave then fuch low purfuits as thefe, 
And take a nobler road to pleafe, 
Let Candour guide yoer way ; 
So thal] you daily conqueiis gain, 
And captives, glorying in your chain, 
Be proud to own your iway. 





HE following Poem was written and fent to us fome months ago, but 

the memorable declaration of Lorn ELLENBOROUGH, (which we 
fhall difcufs more at large, at fome future opportunity) that ‘every pub- 
lication which tends to vilify and degrade a foreign government in amity 
with ‘this country isa libel,” deterred us from publithing it at the time. 
As, however, the,treaty of Amiens was contidered by his Lordthip as ful- 
ficient proof that the government of the French Republic were in amity 
with us; the recent declaration of his Majeity mutt of courfe be regarded 
by every one as fufficicnt proof that juch amity no longer exiiis. Truth, 
therefore, is no longer a libel. And we may now, without the dread of 
profecution, publiih that which has a tendency to vlify and degrade a go- 
vernment, which we always knew, and we have, at length, his Majetiy’s 
authority for aflerting, had formed “ a fyfiem for the purpofe of degrading, 
vilifying, and insulting His Majesty, and his Government,” 


THE TYRANT. 
The time———{rom dawn to dawn. 
«« | hear the fleet Eumenides retire: 
And clofe behind them, the tar-thundering doors 
Of Erebus.” 








Forbear,—and follow me! Yon embers glow 
Where, gorgeous lies your boaft, in mental woe. 
The glimmering tapers flath a twinkling light, 
His haggard eyes confelfs a reftle’s night. 
Attend! then fay what adinivation’s due, 

When power exits with horvors ever new ! 
Obferve !—from off his couch he wildly tiarts; 
He {peaks! Ah hear what mileries he imparts! 


“ Who waits? Again enchearing day is rifen ; 
From thorns I rive, to quit ambition’s p:iton, 
Unfurl my tiandard,—raile the clang of war,— 


Ob trom me drive dire midnight horrors far ? 
I} 3 Arie! 
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Mifcellaneous, 


Arife!—who waits ?g¥e, peaceful; flumber all ; 
On me alone the crié$ of vengeance caf. 

Let me on hor’e !—now tardy morh appears ; 
Thou, bufilimg day ! affuage my deathlets fears! 
Arife! ye mingons of my fatal power ; 

Ye feel tew torments in the midnight-hour. 

Let me, amid the fiorms of war, revive; 

Let day’s proud. vifions with night-borrors firive. 
Ambition’s mine! No focial ties I feel; 

This heart approves whate’er this head thall feal. 


Ne’er fiorm’d by love, ne’er mov’d by friendthip’s glow, 


I dauntlefs wade in blood and brave each fue.— 
—Oh, that yon fun would never fink in gloom! 
That tleep were needlels till we fill the tomb! 

No dread-uitzown pervades the dark profound, 

To bid, for me, the awakening trumpet found ! 
Let me but ‘way reluctant hotts of men, 

Till endlefs fiumber finks me from their ken! 
—QOh that the night were not! But ’tis decreed, 
By day alone from horrors I am free’d. 

Away !~yet hark !--what diftant murmurs float! 
Has tumult rais’d, at length, her dreaded note !~ 
—On me their vengeance !—hark !—again I live— 
That march is mine !~—ftiil mine what victories give ! 
Fnkindling {trains !—now wonted ardours burn ; 
Thus felt I, on Marenge’s awful morn !” 


Thus fpeaking, firaight to martial. feenes he fled ; 
To fhun the horrors of a tyrant’s bed ! 
On his approach, what reuzing founds arife ! 
From rattling arms, reflected light’ning flies! 
See! hately crouch his greater flaves in power ; 
See! bafer, fee degenerate Britons cower ! 
—Ye, wealthy-vain, to Gallic regions fly, 
To catch the callous tyrant’s tleeplets eye ;— 
Be vain, ye bodings of the mufe,-—be vain ! 
May Britons—!ee—return--to hate again ! 
His deadly rancour at your country’s weal, 
Yon impious tyrgnt hopes the Fates will feal :— 
Return !—go rouze your countrymen to arms, 
While, Beitith boloms, patriotifm warms !— 
—Hear, hear! what thouts of hellow joy they raife! 
The wily tyrant dreads the jmpoijon'd praife. 
With clouded vilage wan, lo! how he finiles! 
How darkly glances on his lengthen’d files ! 
But, foon thali eve her (hadowy mantle ipread ; 
Soon ip repofe, fhall reii the neighing {teed : 
Silence fhall be, on war’s parade, impos’d ; 
And the day’s buiile be by darkneis clos’d:— 
Save on his guards, thick fiation’d round his dome, 
Where the fell tyrant, living, fills his tomb :— 





Such 























The Tyrant. 


Sech may the dagger of the injurd ward ; 
But, what from Confcience, can their patron guard? 


Now warrior-flaves the fupper-board furround ; 
In crime fcarce lighter than their leader found. 
Un-notic’d they, his guarded ftartings, mark ; 
While inward horrors writhe his afpect dack. 


Lo! now he rifles, from the feaft, unfed; 
To feek his fafety by a change of bed! 


Alas! the meed of ruthlels deeds, is thines 
Ne’er be thy {ceptre with its horrors mine! 


Now all is huth,—bright midnight tapers burn ; 
He tinks on down,-—by care and forrow worn,— 
But not to fleep!—for, when the centry cries 
The “ all-is-well,’—his heart within him dies : 
Alarm’d, he hears the voice of fafety fay— 

Thou, from without, haft nought to fear till day! 
But, ah! within what rankling troubles live ? 

Dire fear,—remorie; all matchiels guilt can give. 
—His quivering limbs relax !—an hideous calm ! 
Noy. forms aérial mock his grafping palm =— 

Scen by the Mule,—a dire afiembiage ftands '!— 
What numbers from Italia’s claflic laads!— 

‘What numbers from Peruvia’s mines of gold, 
Whom, feiz’d in battle, the baie warrior fold !— 
—More dreadly mov’d !—ah! mark his itraining eyes 
Turn wildly where Egyptian horrors rife! 
Tremendous group! from’ Alexandria fped; 
Enclos’d, he thakes amid the-gory dead! 

He faid,—* {trike awe,”—no mercy let us beat,——— 
Uprole the {creams of vengeance and defpair ! 
Maiden and matron; babe and feebleege 

Fell undiftwguith’d by his mortal rage. 

Remorfele(s man! thofe deeds now wring thy foul, 
As round thy coych the torturing fpirits tcow! ! 


Slow pafling, fee the gaunt Arabians flain 
Amid their walies, where heat and filence reigns 
Though plunderers bred, a greater plunderer march’d, 
To {poil and murder, through their defarts parch'd : 
Defaix, at the fiern tyrant’s bidding, mov’d ; 
His deeds, more hideous than Arabian, prov’d. 
Now, what thole horrors yield him in the grave, 
His leader, living, feeks, in vain, to brave! 


On Carmel’s plains, by briny furges law’d, 
Where once the embattl’d Chrifiians’ banners wav’d; 
Where erft, the mantled Seér’s footiieps fell ; 
Where oft, were heard, prophetic numbers, fwell: —— 
On thofe lov’d plains, to talte and virtue dear, 
The dire invader’s atheifi ~ appear ; 
i 4 
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Mifeeltancous. 
eas $y Gaza pa{s’d, napa go 
e-march’d to : “Kilon’s murnaring flood, 

Before him weeping defolation hies ; : 
Flames flathing. fhoot athwart Canatin fkies, 

On his approach, im thunders heard afar, 
Fam’d Joppa fell in the unequall’d war. 

Foul treachery ftamp’d her crouch'd defenders’ fate ; 
Their ghofts vindi@ive round the tyrant wait ; 

Each gaping wound, for lafting vengeance, calls ; 
Of Mollems murder'd faft by Joppa’s walls !—- 
Thou, gentle Kleber ; ftrov’{t in vain to fave; 

And, ftom thy hief, in Egypt, gaind’it a grave! © 
His treacherous eye glar’d with malignant joy, - 
When Bonn’s, reluciant, yielded .to Jeftray, 

With horror pale, the thuddering troops. obey’d ;. 
Their eyes were fightlefs while their thunders play’d, 
Captives on captiyes ftrew’d, unburied lay ; 
The winds were tainted on their viewlefs way. 
Avenging tode cadaverous Peli clate;) 

And imote the monfier’s hofi for Jafla’s fate!-—~ 


——We came to mark recompenfe of guilt, 
Remorfelets deeds, blood innocently {pilt ;—— 
Yet, let him, in-contortions writhing lie; 

From him the Mufe averts her, weary eye ; 
Till other bands of pallid {pectres rie, 
O’er whofe blanch’d bones-are {pread Samaria’s {kies:—~ 

— Tif they appear,_——To dauntlels dera turn; » 

How glorious,—great! th’ invader’s dreadful bourne! . 
Where Smits immortal propp’d old Deszzar’s {way ; 
His Bcitith hand to Moflems led the way: - ——. 
Reviv'’d his country’s fame on facred ground ;-—— 
Hear from yon heights what acclamations found ! 

In fulphurous clouds the blaiiing light’nings glance, 
From Acra’s heroes and from madden’d France. . — 
What peals on peals! The forming ~ ee 

The dead and dyjng form a breathing wall; 

Inlock’d the blood-tiain’d: hoftile bauners hang ; 

With ruthing clath the reeking bayonets clang. 
*Mid'blafts volcanic toil-the weary brave ; 

And, ' ling thanders creep on. Jordan’s wave ;—— 
Fre Kieber quits the ford, toward Nazareth bound, 
Mount Tabor fhakes around the rumbling found. . + 
The baffled atheift fumes, where Richard tiood; 

Nor heeds the reeking poois of Gallic blood — 

* Ruf o’er the dying,—maunt, by heaps of flain, 
Once more—French grenadiers !” He cries in vain. 
Wide yawns the deadly breach,—the ftormers gaze ; 
Refufe to mount and win his hollow praife. . 
Great Smith! who in the guiliy Temple pin’d, 

When Italy felt -yon {courge of humay kind ; 
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The Tyrant. . Jes) 


Immortal Smith! redoubling vengeance hurl’d; 
And, drove yon tyrant back with banners furl’d.—— . 
See ye yon lambent flame? Hear ye no found ?—— 
The hour is come !—now keener tortures wound !—— 
——He throuds his eyes !—the grifly bands advance, 
Who fought, who fufferd for thy tyrant, France | 
At eve, his fick and wounded mates regal’d; 
Superior viands, grateful fumes, exbal’d ; 
But, ah! conceai’d fomnific opium lay! of 
Each fmil’d on each; and funk from pain and day t 
Such was their mead, when he from Acra fled; 
Each, by his poifon, gain’d a fandy bed! 
——Another troop of injur'd French appears, 
They pour their caufe o vengeance in his ears ; 
Thy flat-roof’d piles, Rofetta! echo’d thrieks, 
. When ftrangling tortures blacken’d fickneis’ cheeks ! 
** Horrible Feeds were done,” fell jcourge of man! ‘ 
Thy bow-ftring ffith’d what the plague began ! 
-——Yet more his frame is cramp’d !----how dire his fated 
The lingering Furies wait the voice of Fate ! 
-——Thefe fhades, alternate, chaunt the lays of hell ; 
Ah! dreadful! hear the infernal chorus fwell!—— 











CHorvs. 


Rack the fimulating fiend ; 
Him, who ne’er to pity lean’d, 
Give him his foretaite of woe ;— 
What the wicked feel below. 
Haunting terrors rack his mind; 
Rack the curfe of human-kind ! 
Rack the curfe of lwnmnan-kind ! 


High on Demons’ wings upborne ; 
Wrapt in gloom, he reigns forlorn, 
Stranger to each gentler throe ; 
Ruthlels caufe of blood and woe. 

‘E’er tll dawn, be this our lay; 
Till the avenger’s dagger play. - 
Till this aniies of the world; 
Down the yawning gulf be hurl’d! 
Down the yawning gulf be hurl’d! 


—Now, from his couch the chieftain ftarts aghatt ; 
Dim burn the tapers,----but, dread night is paft ! 
Another dawn, the tortur’d tyrant {pies ; 

And, ftom a tyrant’s reft, to buitle hies ! 


. 
Lo 


Conclusion. 


From dawn to eve, what crouching hofts he {ways ? 
From eve to dawn, what horror on him preys? 
Sullen he fears the praife of aétions paft ; 


For deep ton’d curles load the hollow blaft. 
‘ ' . Apart 
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Mifcellanesus. 
Apart from peace and virtue, what is fame? 
oe; while alive; at death, immortal fhame! 
Ger hia dire path, red yleam the bickering flames; 
~ Mid fmoaking walls, wild fhrick the injur’d dames, 
Helvetia’s w the hoary Alps refound ; 
Her torch of freedom fmoulders on the ground. 
Yet Liberty thall come, in happier days ; 
And blow her twinkling torch into a blaze ! 
Slow-f@oted Retribution thall arrive ; 
And, from the earth, this bane of nature drive! 


Ne’er praife fuccefsful vice ; praife worth and mind; 
Talents employ’d for good to human-kind. 
Prefer the pealani’s hat; his tranquil fleep ; 
‘To domés where {plendours and dire horrors meet. 
Prefer the’ murmuring rill; the wild dove’s note ; 
To guarded towers, where treacherous praifes float. 
Freedom to move,----to mark the wrenlings neft,— 
To fee lone Robbin fwell his ruddy breait,— 
To hear the zephyrs figh,—the waving grove ;— 
And fearlefs, lonely, through the woodlands rove :— 
Ani, when'the die is caft,----when death is near, 
May fill the fast, the awful present, clear ! 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS. 
rer 

cS ee months ago we declared our opinion upon the propricty and ne- 

ceflity of affuming a decifive tone, and a decifive line of conduét in 
our negociation with France, ¢ When our cabinet,” we obferved,* “has 
once fixed its ultimatum, a given day fhould be prefcribed for his (Buona- 
parté’s) anfwer; and his retufal to accede to the terms, or his negleé& to 
anfwer them, fhould- be confidered as a declaration of war.” Such a tone, 
and fuch a line of conduét’ have, at length, been adopted by our minifters, 
and matters have been brought to that iffwe to which they might, with 
equal facility, as it appears to us, have been brought nearly two months 
fooner. The correfpondence and communications between the two govern- 
ments, which are now before the public, will; at leaft, prove to the readers 
of the Anti-Jacasin Review, the juftice of all our remarks, from O&o- 
ber, 1801, to the prefent moment, refpedting the views and defigns of the 
Corfican Ufurper, and the remonftrances of his Ambatlador in this country. 
We firft noticed the attempt to cajale our minifiers into an unconftitutional 
effort to impofe farther refirictions on the freedom of the prefs; we firtt, 
and alone, commented on the remonftrance of Anpreoss1 refpecting the 
publication of Sir Rosexr Witson ; and there is fcarcely a fentiment 
which we uttered on the ambitious projeQs of Buonaparte, and his inve- 
terate hatred of Great Britain; or on the ultimate object and natural refult 
of thofe projeéts, and of that hatred, whiclt are not fully and completely 








* Vol. xiv. p $34, 
" : juftified 



























Summary of Politics Io7 
{titel by the official papers. On the anfwer which ought to be given to 
is complaints on the liberty of our prefs, complaints unprecedented in | 
their nature, and unparalleled for their audacity, our minilters, it now ap- 
, fully concurred with usin opinion. We always maintained that the 
British preis was as tree to comment on the proceedings of Buonaparté, his 
minilters, and government, as the French preis was to comment on the 
conduct of the Britith government; that no application for proiecution or 
unifhment fhould be made on either fide, but that the writers of both 
countries fhould be left at liberty to contend for the jutiive of their poii- 
tions, and the validity of their proofs, while each had the power of prohi- 
biting the publications of the other. In this literary conteft, indeed, or rae 
a in this manly appeal to the judgment.of Europe, we could not have 
iled to fucceed, becauie we had, invariably, truth, juitice, the firength 
of reafoning, and the evidence of facis, on our fide. And of this the Cor- 
fican Ulurper feems to have been aware, for, not content with prohibiting 
the importation of Englith produdtions, he infifted upon the fame tyranny 
being eftablifhed over the Britifh prefs, by the fiat of the Britiih monareh, 
as he has, by his own mandate, eftablithed over the pre!s of France ; and 
had even the impudence to aflert, in the face of the world, that where fuch 
tyranny did not prevail, there could be no {uch thing as a goverment, Lord 
Biwassaeaars an{wer to this fingular application was perfectly conge- 
nial with the principles which we yo cide on the fubject at the time, and 
was, indeed, Och as it became a Britith minifter to make. . It did honour 
to his underflanding, and proved the accuracy of his notions on a (ubjedt of 
rimary importance. But while we render this. tribute of juliice to his 
dthip, we cannot but repeat our ftrong apprehentions that the freedom 
of the prefs has received a fatal blow fiom the docirine advanced by the 
Chief Juftice of the King’s Bench upon the trial of Peltier, and, {ubfe- 
quently, by the fame perionage, in his fenatorial capacity, in the Houle of 
eers. e fhall here record his Lordfhip’s doéirine, and take another o 
portunity of difcuffing it at large, for it muit be fully and deeply difculled 5 
indeed, we incline to think, that without a declaratory act on the fubje@, 
after the promulgation of fuch doéirine by fuch authority, the freedom of 
the preis will be utterly annihilated. ‘The dottrine flated on Peltier’s trial 
was this, that every publication which tends to vilify and degrade a foreign govern= 
ment at peace with this country isa libel. The doctrine ttated by his Lordthip 
in the debate of "Monday, May 24th, was, that any publication reflecting on a 
oreign government at amity with us is a libel, om the principle, that it has a ten- 
dency to promote a breach of the King’s peace. We have taken great pains to 
a‘certain the precife words ufed by his Lordhip on beth oceafions. Two 
friends who attended Peltier’s trial agree in the accuracy of the firft atler- 
tion, and re{pecting the lait, we quote the words from memory, having 
heard them ourlelves; we will not therefore vouch for their diteral accuracy, 
but we pledge ourfelves for the substantial correctnels of the doctrine as ad- 
vanced by his Lordfhip. Our readers will perceive that fuch doctrine opens 
a vaft field for reflection and inquiry ; to us, we confefs, it is perfectly novel, 
and we thould be infinitely ob:iged to any of our kga/ readers, or correfpon- 
dents, to pout out any flatute, any precedent, or any authority of avy kind, 
to fanction it, either wholly or partially. It is nodilrefpect to a very young 
judge, or a very young politician, not implicitly, and without examina- 
tion, to receive his dicta as law, particularly when he has himfelf, on 
more accafigns than one, overruled the dicta of his predeceifor, who. cer- 
tamy 
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Summary of Politics. 
pois Beane: experience, and, it is fair to prefume, more knowledge, be- 
eaule knowledge is, in a great meafure, the fruit of experience. There 
was a time when the bare mention of fuch a fact as this would have in= 
ftantly provoked a difeuffion, that would have demonftrated either the fal- 
lacy; or the validity, of the principle advanced; and, even in this paffive, 
torpid, temporifing age, in which all the moral and patriotic feelings of our 
countrymen feem, unhappily, to be abforbed in felfih gratifications, one 
writer, at leaft, thall be fouhd, to probe a quettion, pregnant with fuch feri- 
ous and important confequences, to the very bottom. ~ 
- We are at length at ar. The King has exercifed his lawful peroga- 
tive, and the Treaty of Amiens, that fatal Rake to which the Corfican Ufurp- 
er wilhed to tie our Miniftry, while he himfe!f roamed at large, and preyed 
upon the world, is, happily tor this country, and happily for Enrope, xo more. 
When we fay hajpily, let 1t not be fallely inferred, that we preter war to 
Taser or that we do not feel as deeply, as either Mr, (ilic:force or Mr. 
nto, for the horrors, the diitreffes, the calamities of war. We depre- 
cate all fuch inference, the falhhood and injultice of which we demonfirated 
in our Political Summary for March; and happy were we to hear the fame 
fentiments, both on this tubjeé and on the nature of the war in which we 
are embarked, advanced, in a recent debate before alluded to, by that ge- 
nuine patriot and eminent flatefman, Lord Grenvitie. But we rejoice 
at the termination of that Treaty, becaule we believed it to be highly in- 
jurious to the interefts of our Country, and pregnant with the feeds of war, 
which mutt, ere long, have unfolded them/elves, and, poflibly, at a time’ 
when we thould have been lefs prepared for the contett. We now ftand 
a new groand, with the advantage of additional experience, and with 
the conviction of the necetlity of eitheg reducing the ftrength of our enemy, 
or of increafing our own, until that relative proportion be duly eftablithed, 
without which there can be neither fecurity for us, nor independence for 
Europe. It is elfential, however, that the object of this war fhould be 


. @learly under{iood and correcily defined. To call it a war for Malta, is to 


narrow its objet fo asto deiiroy its importance. , Valuable and necellary as 
that fortrefs is to defeat the views of our enemy on Egypt, which, be it re- 
membered, was always uniformly afferted by us to be the object of his 
ambition, whi'e we declired our aéliberate opinion that, in war or peace, 
by force or intrigue, he would, fooner or later, attain it (an opinion fince 
vetified by the Conful’s own declarations), the furrender of it to us, even in 
perpetuity, would afford us but a {lender fecurity againit the figantic power 
rance ; and, therefore, fhould not induce us to difarm. he real caufe 
of the war is the enormous agyrandizement of our natural enemy, the di- 
re@ion of her power, obtained by injuftice and employed for oppreflion, to 
the deftruction of the independence of all other States, to the fubverfion of 
the Law of Nations, and, more efpecially, to the long projected ruin of 
Great Britain, dilplayed in every act of her government, relative to this coun- 
try. The fword, therefore, cannot, with fafety, be theathed, until we have 
reduced that power within fome reafonab!e bounds, or have acquired fome 
more folid, fubftantial, and eff-ttive fecurity againit its deftruciive effedis, 
than any which the Treaty of Amiens fupp ied or the mere furrender of 
Malta would afford. That the conteft will be long, arduous, arid burthen- 
fome, can be doubted by none, who know the nature of revolutionary re- 
fources, or the inveterate hatred of -our enemy. But, unlefs all patriotic 


feeling be utierly fubdued in the minds’ of Britons, unlefs they have loft ail 


lenie 
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fenfé of honour, and al! notions ofdignity, they will chearfully fubmit to the 
burdens which necessity impotes. Indeed, they have only a choice of evils. 
‘To make great factifices tor the fupport of their country, for the fupport of 
their altars, their throne, theirlaws, and their liberties; or elfe to produce 
a thort and precarious refpite from an inveterate enemy, and (o bafely pof- 
pone, fora while, the hour of inevitable ruin, when the whele mutt 
whereas a part would now {fuffice to fecure their fafety. In thort, tor 
*twere folly of the wortt /pecies, ’twere pulillanimity the molt groveling, to 
conceal from ourlelyes the danger of our fituation, we mutt facrifice luxu- 
ries to eniure the continuance of comforts—we matt facrifice comforts to 
enfure the continuance of necessaries ; we mult facrifice a part of our 
neceifaries to enfure a continuance of the relt, We mutt do this, and 
do it chearfully too, that all our firength and refources may be imme» 
‘diately called into a@tion, or elfe tamely bow our necks to the yoke of 
France, bend to her wiil, receive the orders of her generals and proconfuls, 
and fubmit to the fate of Holland, Switzerland, and Piedmont. It is with 
this conception of its object, with this conviction of its nature, that the 
war thould be begun, continued, and ended. But let not Minitiers deceive 
themfelves with the vain expectation that facrilices like thefe will be chear- 
fully borne, if the pofleflion of Malta alone be the avowed obje@ of the 
contelt; nor, unle(s it be diftinctly declared, that they are refolved, if poili- 
ble, to refift the extention of French power, tv reitore the indeppndesine 
of the neighbouring States, and to obtain for this country, in the molt com- 
prehenfivg import of the terms, “ Indemnity for the pait, and fecurity for 
the future.” 

It was with fentiments of equal furprize and concern, that we heard a 
long and pathetic Eulogy pronounced on the notable project for retaining 
Malia tor ten years, at which period another Liland, in the Mediterranean, 
which our political geographers have recently: dilcovered, and which cer- 
— now figures for the firit time among objects of political contention, 
would be fortified and prepared for the reception of our fleets and armies! 
In the miferable whine of the Wilberforcean School the wonderful advan- 
tages refulting to mankind from ten years of repofe, (which, withan utter 
ignorance as it would feem of the nature of French ambition and of the ex- 
tent of its views, though with an honett fimplicity of foul, was, to our utter 
aftonithment, deduced as a neceifary confequence of this extraordinary ar- 
ranzement,) weve prefied upon the attention, with a ftrength of voice and 
a vehemence of gefture, which; in any other place, would probably have 

roduced the defired effe@t. But let us ferioully afk, would any Minifter 

bold enough to advife his Majefty to accept, as an “ Indemnity for the 

and a fecurity for the future,” the temporary pofleflion of this important 

trefs, this fragile afflurance of a ten year’s peace? We do not believe {uct 

a Minifter is to be found. ’Tis the mere puling of baby politicians, not the 
manly voice of experienced State/men. 

What an admirable eontratt to fuch miferable fentiments did the man'y 
language of our Roya Princes exhibit. Not a man who heard it, 
unlefs, indeed, he were callous to feeling, but felt his heart glow with 
enthufiafm, on hearing the truly Britih Featitnente that flowed from thei¢ 
lips; felt it beat refponfive to the noble call to rally round the throne, in 
defence of our rights, our liberties, and laws. We truft, too, that the 
energetic exhortations of Lonp Morr a, not to walte our refources in fruit. 
lefs altempts to reduce the power of ow enemy by colonia! conquefts, but 

to 
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to, ftrike a.decifive blow in Europe, will meet with that degree of atten- 
tion which.its importance unquellionably deferves. The war, to be fuc- 
celsful, muit be an offensive war; a ive fyftem of warfare might, and 
would, have fucceeded in 1801, if it had been adopted in lieu of the trea- 
ty of Amiens, but the change which has fince taken place in the relative 
fituation of ihe (wo countries, renders a different (yflem neceflary mow. 

On the grounds of this war, on its juftice, on its necessity, we thould think 
there could not be two opinions é the kingdom, were Mr. Fox ou of it. 
Any one of tlre acs of aggteilion ified in the king’s declaration would 
have been deemed, by the wifeft of our fiatefmen of former periods, an am- 
ple ground of war. On perufing that declaration, and the documents on 
avhich it is founded, we are only-aftonithed at the perfevering patience, and 
fyftematic forbearance of his majefty’s minifters—a patience and a forbear- 
ance which, we fear, have greatly lepend this country in the efiimation of 
foreign powers, and to which may fairly be imputed much of the infolent 
and contemptuous conduct of the Corfican Ularper. The experimental po- 
Kiticians of the day, however, have had their withes fully gratified by the 

riment of a peace, which confirmed the regicide republic of France in 
the full potleftion of all the fruits of ten years rapine and plunder. Their 
experiment has woefully failed, as we confidently predi@ted it would, but 
if they have derived knowledge from experience, will candidly confets their 
errors, amend their ways, profit by their difappointment, and fecure the 
nation from the irreparable mitchieh and the irretrievable ruin which would 
infallibly accrue trom the conclution of a fimilar peace, of a peace, we , 
mean, founded on the fame principles, and regulated by the fame narrow 
-  gnd contracted notions, we thall have the contulation, at leaft, of knowin 
that fuch experience, though dearly bought, has not been ufelefs, and th 
while the experiment has beet pregnant with danger, it has not been whol- 
ly unproductive of profit. In refpeét of the fentiments of Mr. Fox, they 
are fuch as we fully expeCled from dim. The man who could be deemed 
worthy the efteem of Buonaparté, the men who could publickly exult in 
@ peace because it was glorious to theenemies of his country, is a man who 
can be [wayed by any principles, who can avow any fentiments, but (uch 
as diftinguith the enlightened fiates{man, the honeft patriot, the fteady friend 
of virtue and of truth. Such a fpeech as that which he is faid to have de- 
Jivered in the Hou‘e of Commons, and which has been induftrioufly circu- 
Rated throughout England, as his, and will foon be tran{planted into the 
papers of the Moniteur, and fo circulated throughout Europe, would, at 
any other period, have excited an univerfal cry of indignation. A fpeech 
fo falfe in principle, fo fallacious in deduction, fo perverfive of facts, fo 
ingenioufly palliative of the moft unprecedented injuftice, the moft abo- 
minable tyra@ny, the moft flagcant violation of all public law, the moft 
glaring outrage on all efiablithed ufages, the moft feandalons attacks on 
civil and political liberty, the moft thamelefs breach of faith, and the 
moft wanton invafions of the rights and freedom of independent ftates, 
was never, thank Heaven! before delivered by an Englishman, nor indeed 
by any one but fome hired advocate of a regicidal ufurper. Sunk and 
wallowing in the mire of faction, loft to alt fenfe of public honour and of 
national feeling, proftituting the talents which he has received from na- 
¢ to the defence and fupport of that man and of that fyftem, which 
for their fyffematic, unvaried, and avowed objed, the deftrucion of 
his wountry’s independence, the ruin of her commerce, the seein) 
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Aer monarchy, the {ubjugation of her le, and the erafure of her name 
fan Lit of inieren ent Api ig unk and fo loft, does the /Zenour- 


le Cuan es Fox, the early-proclaimed friend of /iderty, and erft the 
determined enemy of France, now exhibit himfelf to the eyes. of his coun- 
trymen. The loathfome {pectacle is as difguiting to others as.it is degrad- 


to himfelf. . 

a2 this fpeech, fo full-fraught with mifchief, is detailed at Jength in the 
public prints, while the anfwers to it are .all moft-bafely fuppreiled ; and 
while every fentiment and.every expreffion of one of the moft eloquent, 
animated, and impreilive harangues, ever addreffed by an orator toa pub- 
lic aflembly, in any age or copntry,—our readers will eafily fappofe we 
mean the Ipeech of Mr. Pirr,—is equally loft to the public, Thus the 
poifon is gone forth without the antidote, and thus is France {upplied, 
through the medium of the Britifh prefs, with a much more able defence 
of her atrocious condudi, than either the art of her Conful or the ingenuity 
of his minifter, could devife. Such is the ufe which the conductors of 
fome of our journals have made of the privilege of admiflion into the gal- 
lery of the Heufe of Commons, a iyleen which certainly ought to have 
been either. granted or withholden, during the «whole of that important de- 
bate. Wetrult, however, that a regard for his country will induce fome 
member who heard this admirable {peech, and who retains its leading fen- 
timents and its prominent features, fiill to give it tothe world. On fucl 
an occafion, and for fuch a purpofe, a fingle deviation from eflablithed 
rule would furely be juttifiable. ) 

We have miss | with attention the counter-declaration of the French go- 
vefnment, given to the world by its trufty agent, Emanuel Talleyrand, 
whole political life will appear in the next number of our Review, form- 
ing the second of our Revolutionary Portraits. ‘The text on which this apof- 
tale prieft dilates with more impudence than judgment is that with which 
the lagacity of his mafier fupplied him—the Treaty of Amiens, the whole 
Treaty of Amiens,—-and nothing but the Treaty of Amiens, and in the curious 
exhibition of diplomatic reatoning which follows, he has certainly paro- 
died, with much fuccefs, the well-known form of our oaths—the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth ;—for {uch a ma{s of falsheads never iffued 
from any cabinet but that of Republican France. We mutt not, however, 
deny him the meed of ingenuity, for he has cortaiply made the moft of 
the advantage which our minifters fo improvidently afforded him by the 
Treaty of Amiens. He tells them, and with fome thow of reafon, that 
they have no right to complain of a fy{tem of ufurpation whiclrthey fance 
tioned and ale med by that treaty; and that it isnot for them to con- 
demn the invafion of the rights of independent powers, when they ac- 
hoowlelged the principle by accepting the Spanish fettlement of Jiinide- 
da, and the Dutch illand of Geylon, from the hands of France. 

Such is the fubftance of this paper, as far as it re(peéts the defence of the 
Republican Cabinet. But in other refpects, it is a mafler-piece of fraad, 
fallchood, and impudence; difplaying the fpirit of Mr, Fox without his cau- 
tion, his boldnefs without hisjudgment. Who, for inftance, but this hob+ 
bling ftatefman, this apoftate prieit, this rebel to his Sovereign and his God, 
couldhavethe thamele's effrontery to proclaim to infultedEurope, the justice 
and the pivecatinn of a man whole whole reign has been a continued teries 
of aéts of fyftematic injustice, whofe ambition is inordinate, and whofe daft 


of power is infatiate; and the fill mere thamelefs audacity to dec oe 
that 
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ghecy, thall appea: in our next number, 
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‘* phat nothing shall oblige the French Government a of countries which do not 
ved th 


belong to it,”—that very government which ro e Grand Duke of Tul- 
cany of his dominions, and gave them to a new monarch of their own 
creation, whofe principal fortre‘les are, to this moment, manned by their 


"own ay 3% who depofed the King of Sardinia, in breach of a folemn pro- 
e 


mile to Ruffian Emperor; who have transferred the inhabitants of a 
whole country, like flocks of fheep, from one proprietor to another, not 
only without their confent, but in contradiétion to their declared will; 
who have plundered half the Princes of Germany of their lawful poile(- 


 fions, and'exergiled, in fpite of remonftrance, and in fpite of every refift- 
ance fhort of arms, aéis of fovereignty the moft complete and the moft op- 


preflive over the ftates of Switzerland and Holland, whofe freedom and in- 
dependence they had publicly recognized, and folemnly guaranteed ;— 


“whofe whole condu@, in fhort, has ‘been in fuch direét oppofition to this 
_ declaration, that it is fearcely conceivable that any rational being fhould 


have dared to publifh it to the world. But fo long. have Buonaparte and 
his hirelings been accufiomed to\impofe on the fubjugated people of France, 


“that they doubtle{s think the fame impofitions, however grofs, however at 
“variance with truth, and however repugnant to common fenfe, will pafs 


current with the reft of Europe. On one only point has Citizen Talley- 


‘rand, meautioufly, fuffered the truth to e(cape him, in the declaration, sar 


France will consent to nothing that compromises its PowER. It is hence perfectly 
‘evident, that all the objeétions of the Conful to our retention of Malta, had 
reference to fchemes for the extention of his with which our occupa- 
: rt of France, a 
war of ; and, on our part, a war of felf-prefervayon, rendered ne- 
ceflary ‘ the increafed and perpetually inoveale ne ve France, which 
nd will be invariably directed, to promote 
‘our ruin, 

‘It would be a libel on our counttymen to fuppofe that, in‘ fuch a conteft, 
‘begun on orp ENGtisu paincipces, and conduéted, we hope, with oLp 
“ENGiisu vicour; there can exift any difference Of opinion, any relaxs- 
tion of effort, any reluctance to fubmit to privations and facrifices for its 
fupport. But, we repeat, to fecure this unanimity, it will be indifpenfi- 


_ bly requifite to explain the true nature and obje@ of the war, and to look 


our fituation fairly and fully in the face. It will be-alfo as neceflary to 

an union of all the inlets and knowledge of the kingdom ; and, after 
a folemn and candid enquiry into the paft condué of his Majeity’s minifters, 
‘which fome eminent ftatefmen have promifed to inftitute, and’which the 
‘minifters themfelves are willing to mect, to fufpend all party differences, 
‘and to forego all party difputes, in order more effectually to promote the 
‘attainment of that object, which every loyal fubject and every true Briton 
muit have neareft to his heart. | 
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